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adviser to the India Office, and was made a K.C.I.E., and was 
subsequently made a Privy Counsellor and took his seat as a 


paid member of the Judicial Committee. 


The Birkbeck Bank and its Creditors. 


IN PURSUANCE of the provisions for winding up a company 
under the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, the official receiver 
has just issued the usual notices summoning creditors of the Birk- 
beck Bank to the statutory meeting in bankruptcy. By leave of the 
court, proof of debt asa condition precedent has been dispensed 
with, but a curious difficulty still remains. There are 90,000 
creditors, consisting of various classes of depositors ; and as the 
receiver points out in the notice, there is no hall available which is 
large enough to hold that number. The King’s Hall of the Holborn 
Restaurant is the /ocus selected, and the date is the 14th of July. 
Obviously, if even 10 per cent. of the creditors should attend, it 
will be difficult to devise any mode of complying with the statu 
tory requirement. In the case of Sharpe v. Dawes (2 Q. B. D, 26) it 
was held that a meeting is a “ concurrence of persons face to face ” ; 
and, accordingly, it would seem that any person excluded from 
the hall had not been permitted to exercise his legal right of 
attending the meeting. In a recent unreported case, we are in- 
formed, no exception was taken to a general meeting of a 
company held in three different towns, the proceedings being 


assisted by the use of the telephone ; but we doubt whether | 


such a device would satisfy the statute. In the present case the 
receiver has warned creditors of the difficulty and invited them 
to use their power of sending proxies, either general or special. 
If this is not done by a sufficient number of the creditors, with 
the result that many are excluded from the hall, a curious 
legal point will probably come before the courts. 


Busine in the Chancery Division, 


COMPLAINTS continue to be made in some quarters of the 
decline in the business of the Chancery Division, and these 
complaints are alleged to be supported by a perceptible decrease 
in the bulk of the monthly Chancery Law Leport 
dolorous forebodings have often been heard before, but improve 
ment has followed. It is hardly likely, however, chat the great 
prosperity of former times will return. It is beyond dispute 
that the business of the Chancery judges increased largely in 


the last century, both before and after the passing of the | 


Judicature Acts; and this increase continued to such an extent 
that there was a persistent cry for more judges. Sir Grorce 
JESSEL, when he tried causes before taking his seat in the Court 
of Appeal, found that his energy and acuteness were taxed to 
the utmost in clearing his list, and took occasion to observe that 
many of the cases before him were really common law cases. 
Changes in procedure have, since the days of Sir GrorGe JESSEL, 
seriously diminished the supply of actions exclusively appro 
priated to the Chancery Division. The reasons which have led 
to the decline in the number of actions relating to joint stock 
companies are not unconnected with depression in trade, but 
the repeated amendment of the Acts has undoubtedly affected 
the activity of promoters. The conclusion at which we are 
disposed to arrive is, that while an improvement in chancery 


business may reasonably be expected, this improvement will be 


on a moderate scale. 


Escrows. 

A CURIOUS QUESTION as to whether an assignment of a lease 
was executed as an escrow was raised in Foundling Hospital v. 
Crane (1911, 2 K. B. 367). Hor, the assignee of the lease under 
a previous assignment, executed the assignment in question in 
favour of Mrs. BRowN, but the date was not filled in, and it 
was handed to his solicitors on the terms of a letter by which 
they acknowledged that they had received it as an escrow, to be 
held by them until they received instructions to complete the 
deed; and in the event of Hor’s death before completion the 
deed was to be considered as completed at his death. Mrs. 
Brown executed the assignment probably at or about the time 
when it was executed by Hor. Hoe died in 1909 without 
having given further instructions for completion, and thereupon 


his solicitors inserted in the lease a date just before his death. | drawn, so abounding in ambiguous phrases, as the Declaration. 





These | 


The question arose whether there had been from such date an 
effective assignment of the lease to Mrs. BROWN so as to render 
her, and not Hor’s executors or estate, liable for rent. An 
escrow is a deed which is delivered with the express or implied 
declaration of the party that it shall not take effect until 
some condition is performed, and usually the condition is the 
performance of some matter independent of the grantor and 
such as to place it beyond bis control whether the deed shall 
become a perfect deed or not. Here the deed was delivered so 
as to be in the first instance subject to the instructions of the 
grantor, and in default of instructions it was to be perfect on his 
death. Prebably the former element prevented it from being 
an escrow. ‘I doubt,” said FARWELL, L.J., “if a deed can be 
delivered as an escrow at all subject to an overriding power in 
the grantor to recall the deed altogether.” But so far as the 
perfecting of the deed depended on such instructions, it was never 
perfected, since the instructions were never given. The condition 
which did take effect was Hor’s death, but as regards such a 
condition the deed was not an escrow nor a deed at all, but a 
testamentary instrument. An instrument in any form, whether 
a deed poll or an indenture, if it is not to take effect till after 
the death of the person making it, operates as a will: //ubery- 
ham v. Vincent (2 Ves., p. 231). Consequently, the assignment 
never became a perfect deed, and the liability ior the rent was 
incident to Hor’s estate and had not passed to Mrs. Brown 











The Declaration of London. 

THE SECOND READING debate on the Naval Prize Bill, which 
|(as mentioned in our issue of last week) was to have occupied 
itwo nights only, was extended to, and concluded on, Monday 
last, the 3rd ot July. The Bill was read a second time. This 
| debate constituted the opportunity promised by the Government 
| for a discussion of the Declaration of London. The discussion 
jactually took place on an amendment to the eflect that the Bill 
‘should not be read a second time until the whole question had 
been reported on by a commission of experts. This amendment 
was defeated, and, the Bill now being read a second time, it 
|seems certain that it will shortly be placed on the statute book. 
The Declaration of London and the Prize Court Convention 
will then be ratified in due course, the Second Peace Conference 
(Conventions) Bill presumably also becoming law. The attitude 
of the Government is clearly shewn in the speech with which 
Mr. AsquitH wound up the debate. The official view is that 
the Declaration, having been negotiated and discussed by 
accredited diplomatists, must be ratified. Two pvints in 
particular that were dwelt on by Mr. AsquitH may be noticed. 
He assumes that an International Prize Court of Appeul is 
desirable. That is a very large assumption, and one not 
universally acquiesced in. But of course the rest follows quite 
easily. If you have an International Court you must have a 
code of law for it to administer. And so on, and soon. Hence 
the necessity for the Declaration of London, The other point 
tu be noticed is that one of the strongest arguments against the 
Declaration is not met at all—is, in fact, treated as it it were 
worth nothing. Tbis argument is, that Great Britain, being an 
‘island, her facilities for obtaining supplies from a distant neutral 
port differ altogether in kind and degree from those enjoyed 
| by a Continental Power. Mr. ASQuirH treats this in the airicst 
| possible way : “ You cannot put an island on a footing of equality 
'with a Continental Power”; and “It is absurd to say that an 
insular Power can be on the same footing as a Continental 
Power.” Precisely ! But the opponents of the Declaration draw a 
very different conclusion from that drawn by Mr. Asquitu. The 
matter may be taken, however, to be now decided, and further 
opposition is probably useless. The daily press, nevertheless, 
continues to shew evidence of the existence of a large body of 
hostile criticism. In the Zimes of July 3rd is printed a letter 
signed “ Jurisconsult,” in which the weak points of the Declara- 
tion of London are cleverly brought forward in a series of 
questions. There are eleven of these questions, and the final 
paragraph of the letter is this: ‘ With some experience in the 
drafting of statutes and some acquaintance with the forms ol 
treaties, I know none of like importance so loosely and vaguely 
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Gifts to Defeat Death Duties. 
THE DECISION of the House of Lords in .//forne y-Ceneral v. Duke 


| 


of Richmond and Gordon (1909, A. C. 466), which brought to light | 


an ingenious scheme for defeating the operation of the death duties, 
bas inspired the provisions of section 57 of the Finance (1909-10) 
Act, 1910, by which similar transactions for lessening the death 
duties by means of incumbrances will be made more difficult. 


of a temporary nature ancillary to the enjoyment of his own 
property which abutted on the land. He set up the case that 
these trespasses, never interfered with and continued as of right 
for over twelve years, were acts of possession or ownership 
which made him a squatter during those years and now at the 
end of the period of limitation the legal owner of the land. 


|The learned judge held that such trespasses did not amount 


The current number of the Appeal Cases, however, contains the | 


report of a_ still more recent attempt (a successful one) to 
evade death duties. The case was one before the Privy Council, 
(Commusstone r for Stamp Duties v. Byrnes, 191 l, A. C. 466), and, 
though arising out of an Australian statute, will be an 
authority for the like transactions under the English Finance 
Acts. Death duty was, in New South Wales, claimed in respect 


to dispossession of the legal owner, so that his legal owner 
ship left him still the actual possessor of the land. But 
the difficulty which the learned judge felt was to find some 
satisfactory criterion by which trespasses which amount to taking 
possession of the Jand can be distinguished from those which 


ldo not. The general rule has been laid down, in terms 
| generally accepted as correct, by the authors of Pollock and 


of land and houses purchased by a father in the names of his | 


sons. After the completion of the purchases the rents of the 
properties were paid into the father’s bank account, with the 
sons’ assent, and the rates and repairs were also paid for by 
the father. The New South Wales Act contains a provision 
in the words of section 11 of the Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1889 (incorporated in section 2 (1) (c) of the 
Finance Act, 1894), making duty chargeable on gifts of person 
alty of which the /ond fide possession and enjoyment have not 
been immediately and exclusively assumed by the donee. There 
is also a provision by which gifts, are chargeable with duty if 
made “ with intent to avoid the payment of duty.” It was held 
by the Judicial Committee that there was here no gift which could 
be said to have been made “ with intent to evade ” the duty, and 
that noagreement between the father and son could be inferred 
to the effect that the father was to receive the rents and profits 
during his lifet’'me. The properties thus purchased in the sons’ 
names were therefore held not to be liable to duty as part of 
the father’s estate. Applying the principles laid down in 


Attorney-Gi neral v. Duke of Richmond and Gordon (supra) as to the | 


meaning of bond fide transactions, it would seem to be clear that 
under similar circumstances in England a purchase by a father 
in his son’s name could not be successfully attacked as a device 
to evade the Finance Acts. Lord MACNAGHTEN, who delivered 
the judgment of the Judicial Committee in Commissioner 
v. Byrnes, went on to point out that the transaction 
disclosed in this case was not unnatural or unusual, and 
should not give rise to suspicion. ‘No one is bound to leave 


his property at the mercy of the Revenue authorities if he can | 


legally escape their grasp.” Lord MACNAGHTEN then quoted 


from a case decided in 1677—@rey v. Grey (2 Swanst. Appendix, | 
594), said to be one of the earliest and most important authorities | 


on the doctrine of advan¢éement in its application to purchases by 
a father in the name of his son. 
placed a more benignant and common-sense construction on 
similar transactions between father and son. He set down the 
son's acquiescence in his father taking the rents and profits to 
‘good manners’ and ‘reverence,’ that is, the respect which a 
child owes his parent.” Lord Norrincuam had thought this 
act of reverence and good manners would not contradict the 
nature of things and turn a presumptive advancement into a trust. 
With this Lord MAcCNAGHRTEN agreed, and concluded the 
judgment by observing that the circumstances did not disclose 
“even any reasonable ground for suspicion.” 


The Criterion of Possession in Fact. 


_ GREAT AS are the merits of English law, and profound as is 
its practical common sense, there is one point in which it is 
admittedly rather weak, and that is the reasoned definition of 
general terms. Few matters so often are essential to the 
decision of a case as the precise legal criterion of Possession as a 
fact, and yet it cannot be said that any judgment anywhere 


* Long ago a famous Chancellor | 


Wright on Possession: “When the object as a whole is in- 
capable of manual control, and the question is merely who has ¢ 
facto possession, all that a claimant can do is to shew that he, 
or someoue through whom he claims, has been dealing with the 


| object as an occupying owner might be expected to deal with 


it, and that no one else has done so.” Unfortunately, however, 
this definition is somewhat vague, since it is almost as difficult 
to define the acts of ownership which might be expected of an 
occupying owner as it is to define “ possession.” In practice, the 


|courts have held that the character of the land must be looked 


to, and that acts which would not amount to an indication of 


ownership in one case may do so in another. Hence in the 


lease of uncultivated land, shooting over it has been held suf- 


ficient : J/arper v. Charlesworth (1825, 4 Barn, & Cress, 574, 
584). In the case of foreshore, the habitual taking of sand and 
gravel is generally accepted as an important mark of owner- 
ship : Hale, de Jure Maris, Chap. VL ; Moore’s Foreshore, p. 394 ; 
Calmady v. Rowe (1844, 7 C. B. 861). On the other hand, it 
is no act of ownership, to let one’s trees overhang or fall upon 
the disputed land: Lemon v. Webb (1895, A. C. 6). And, of 
course, in all cases the acts set up must be exc/usire—as to 
which some doubt arose in the present case. Perhaps the most 
satisfactory criterion that can be suggested is that the acts relied 
upon must be unequivocal indications of a claim to occupy the 
land ; if they are equally consistent with a claim to have a 
profit or an easement ora license over it, or ifthey are common 
trespasses of a kind usually tolerated by neighbours, they 
cannot amount to a claim of possession. 


The Liability of Furniture Dealers. 

Tue Sixtu Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine has 
recently had to consider a curious case arising out of the gale 
of furniture. M. Desiancy, a legal official, having purchased 
from a dealer certain articles of furniture, including two arm 
chairs, placed these chairs in bis drawing-room. Soon after 
the delivery of the chairs, he discovered that his drawing-room, 
and the other rooms of the floor which he occupied, were in- 
vaded by countless parasites, which upon close examination 
appeared to be myriads of tiny white ants issuing from the 
hair stuffing of the chairs. The numbers of these insects 
continued to increase until the rooms which they infested became 
uninhabitable. Every effort to destroy them having failed, 
M. DepiANGy had recourse to an assistant at the Museum of 
Natural History, who, after careful investigation, declared that 


\their origin could only be explained by the omission to cleanse 


M. DEBLANGY 


the hair stutting from grease which it contained, 


'then brought his action against the dealer, claiming a rescission 


of the sale of the furniture owing to latent defect, repayment 
of the purchase-money, with interest, a sum of money by 
way of damages, and the expenses incurred and to be incurred 
in disinfeeting the room. The defence was founded, among other 
grounds, on the delay in the commencement of the action, but 
assuming that the facts alleged by the plaintiff were fully proved, 


reported contains a luminous or satisfactory exposition of it. | there would appear to he grave doubt whether the plaintiff 


Mr. Justice JOYCE has just had before him a simple, but interest 
ing and important point, which will explain what we mean: 
Kynoch (Limited) v. Rowlands (ante, p. 617). Here the owner of 
certain premises had a strip of land of which he made no use, 


| 


in this country would have any remedy. ‘The sale was of 
speci fic articles, the buyer having an opportunity of examining 
and selecting them: the defect was latent, and for aught 
that appears, was wholly unknown to the defendant. In such 


but which had been legally decided to belong to him some fifteen | circumstances an English court would have great difficulty in 
years ago. Since then a neighbour had constantly used the | granting the plaintiff the relief which he claimed. The reports, 
waste ground to throw his rubbish upon and for other purposes | since the passing of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, have contained a 
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es relating to contracts of sale, but none of them 
ise considered by the French court. 


The Bar and th House of Commons. 


believe that in the Legislatures of every 


important State the lawyers outnumber the persons belonging 
to anv one other ' 1 life Chere has, however, been a tradi 
tion in ( i that a disting lished lawyer and advocate is 
itad lvanta hen | is called upon to address a political 


dtl il h ib | L103 are more likely to be ap weciated 
PI 


intimately connected with 
with some 


| ‘ to topr 
his own profession Lord MACAULAY, who wrote 
authority, 1 Wm h he h a heen bred to the bau said in 1831. 
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n | ( | Life of Johnson, that eminent lawyers 
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the statute a} 1 the reports, but if they are called 
| ’ ( fundamental maxims of the systen 
which thev | ey} I their lives 1 studying, they often talk 
ti neu of children. ‘Those who bave li-tened 
ya man of tl in his own court and who have witnessed 
the skill with w h he analyzes and digests a vast mass of 
‘ lence re nciles a crowd of preced nts which at first sight 
em contradicto ivcely know him again when a few hours 
later they hear hn peaking on the other side of Westminster 
Hall in |} | ty of le ‘ator ‘| hey can scarcely believe that 
the paltry quirks which are faintly heard through a storm of 
coughis ud whch do not impose on the plainest country 
ntleman, 1 proceed from the same sharp and vigorou 
intellect wi ( ted their admiration under the same root 
yn \ Lord MACAULAY lived in an ave when 
in f erit was scarcely as temperate as it is at the 
, nt da burt it ¢ hardly be aflirmed that the majority of 
‘ rs in the pre nt Parhament have rreatly di tinguished 
1 ne the yreat constitution il questions 
Vi ly N" ‘ 
Aé naga tailway Company for Delay in the 
Le W ring Apparel. 
MANY PI IN this country who have travelled by railway 
ul \ t ave hud exp lence of delaygin the 
‘ ive \ | i ’ ( and | h 4 b nN COM py he ito pas 
one ¢ ! ! Lhe wri | at their destin tion in 
clothing un it he surrounding « Th nees, These di 
pointments a more or |e vexatious, but would not, we think, 
he generally considered to warrant .a claim for damayes, to be 
cnlorce 4 il necessary, nV ive Lion We read, howe ver, that in a 
ecent case in Louisiana a bride, to whom a fashionable m:lliner 


had failed to deliver her trousseau on her wedding day according 
to her contract, was held to be entitled to recover damages not 
having her dresses in time 


A 


er mortification in having to go to ber 


only for her disay porntment in not 
jor the wedding and | 


husband w provided with suitable clothes, but also for what she 


had lost in entertainments which had been planned for her by her 
friends, and which she had to forego for want of proper gowns 
It is true that the law does not concern itself about trifles and 


that itis easy to ridicule a claim founded on the discomfort 


ing from the delay in the delivery to a passenger by rail 


way of dress clothes and the ordinary requisites of a traveller. 


But the dithculty in putting a money value upon the incon 
vernience sustains d by the passengel l not necessarily an answer 
to bis claim, though it may be argued that to award damages in 


i 1S, witho it any € pre 5 pro\ 1S10n, to award iu penalty 


party aggrieved 
The Meaning ofa Sé¢ 


\N AUSTRALIAN 
Melbourne and whose « WnmuUunicalion we print in another column 


cond Offence. 


correspondent, who dates his letter from 


writes to furnish us with a piece of useful and interesting informa 


tion which would have miterially assisted the Divisional Court in 
the case of / \ Shields Li qy Justices (27 SOLICITORS’ 
JOURNA J56), on which we recently commented (an/e, p 
if Our readers will recollect that in the case referred to a 


publican had been summoned for two offences relating to the 
llicit sale of liquor, both of which were committed within a 














lment of their property to the poo 





short interval of one another on the sameday. He was convicted 
of both, and his licence was declared forfeited, on the ground that 
he had been convicted of @ second 01 subseque ne offi nee Within the 
meaning of section 64 (4) of the Licensing Consolidation Act, 
1910. The Divisional Court upset the conviction on the ground 
that a subsequent offence must mean one following on the pre 
vious conviction ; but they did so with much hesitation, owing 
to the absence of reported cases on the point; in fact they 
found it necessary to treat as an authority a not very relevant 
passage in Coke's Institutes which sheds some light on the 
juestion. Our corresp»ndent now furnishes us with two 
Australian cases in which an identical provision has been 
similarly decided—curiously enough upon the authority of the 
same passage in CoKE. We fancy the explanation is that the 
paseage relied on is quoted under the appropriate heading in that 
most valuable work, Stroud’s Judicial Dictionary—which, no 
doubt, is relied on by judicial authorities at the Antipodes just 
as it is by judges at home, 








The Rating of Woods. 


We understand that a good deal of uncertainty 
among rating authorities throughout the country as to the pre 
ise way in which they should vive effect to the circular relative 
to the rating of woods which was issued by the Local 
Government Boird last year. The board, of course, has no 
power to judicially construe the Kating Acts, nor has it any 
jurisdiction over the execution of the law by assessment 
but in pursuance of the general advisory duty 


prevails 


committees : 
vhich is by custom 11h) pe ed on it, of advising local authorities 
in matters of importance, it has been inthe habit of circular 
izing such time to time and furnishing them 
with an explanation of their duties. As the board possesses 
weess to expert opinion which an ordinary corporation or 
committee cannot equal, its interpretation of a statute usually 
Unlike some other departments of 


hodis 8 from 


irries the vreatest weight. 
State, the board has ilways exereised its great moral influence 
in an impartial way which has commanded the general confidence 
if legal practitioners as well as local authorities ; and the present 
circular affords an excellent instance of its desire to check any 
nequitable exercise of their powers by minor official bodies. 
ora long time past the owners of woods and plantatic ns have 
vreat hardship in relation to the assess 

nd other rate Aa hardst 


been the victims of a 
! 


which arises from two causes, The fist cause is an erroneo 
interpretation of the Poor Relief Act, 1601, and of the 
Rating Act, 1874, which his long prevailed among 


committees. By the former Act an occupier 
was made liable to assessment to the poor 


assessment 
of li hl unrule rwoods 
rate, inasmuch as he is a beneficial occupier of lands; but the 
underwood itself was rated, not the land on which it grew 
Section 14 of the later Act (1874), however, repealed this 
provision in the first mentioned statute, and section 3 provided 
that land used for a plantation or wood, or for the growth of 
saleable underwood, and not subject to any right of common, 
should be rateable. In other words, section 3 simply treated 
such land as analogous to other kinds of agricultural land or 
building premises, and rated it in the usual manner on its annual 
value as calculated by the estimated rental a hypothetical tenant 


| doing his own repairs would give forit. Since, however, in practice 


it is impossible to find a tenant for such woodland, apart from the 
rest of a farm or without the sporting rights, this principle is not 
very illuminating in actual practice, and accordingly section 4 of the 
same Act (1874) prescribed three additional rules for the guid 
ance of the valuer; and those rules have been, in general, the 
cause of the whole difficulty. They are as follows (1) If 
the land is used only for a plantation or a wood, the value must 
be estimated as if the land, instead of being a plantation or 
wood, were let and occupied in its natural and unimproved 
state; (2) if the land is used exclusively for the growth ot 
saleable underwood, the value must be estimated as if the land 


‘were let for that purpose ; (3) if the land is used both for a 





plantation or a wood, and also for the growth of saleable under- 
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wood, the value must be estimated either ‘as if the land were 
used only for a plantation or a wood, or as if the land were used 
only for the growth of the saleable underwood growing thereon, 
as the assessment committee may determine. 


Now in the first case it seems reasonably clear that the land | 


must be treated as divested of its timber, and the value of the 
naked land, used neither for timber, nor for farming, nor for 
building, is alone rateable under the statute. In other words, the 
land is to be treated as waste lind, and assessed at prairie value 
which in practice is regarded conventionally as 2s 6d. per 
acre per annum. This was in fact deeded to be the law so long 
ago as 1877, in Earl of Westinvreland v. Smethwick and Ound 
(1877, 41 J. P. 231). Some confusion was introduced, however 
by the later case of Eylon v. Mold Overscers (1880, 45 J. P. 54), which 
held (quite rightly, in our opinion) that the value of the sporting 
right (when not detached from the occupation of the wood) 
must still be added to the prairie value, notwithstanding 
the above rule. This decision, which only applies to the 
peculiar case of sporting rights, seems to have been misinterpreted 
by assessment committees as entitling them to add to the 
prairie value the possible value the land might have if cleared 
and used for agricultural purposes. The circular to which we 
have referred points out that this is a fallacy, and advises the 
committees to treat all such woods as waste land. It also suggests 
that in cases under rule 3, where the committees havo a dis 
cretion, they should adopt rule 1 instead of rule 2, and treat 
the land as waste. If this is done, a great impetus will be given 
to the use of land for growing timber; which is at present dis 
couraged hy the persistent efforts of the rating authorities to 
assess such Jands upon wholly imaginary future profits calculated 
on a very optimistic basis. 

The second hardship to which we referred, and which the 
board has no power to remove, is the fact that wood lands do 


not get the benefit of paying half rates, which is conferred on | 


farm lands, under the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896. Now that 
the importance of afforestation, in the interests alike of national 
bygiene and of economic policy, is recognized, it is to be hoped 
that this discrimination against the business of growing under- 


wood for sale will no longer be maintained by the Legislature. 





Relief Against Forfeiture. 
Tue decision of the Court of Appeal in Rose v. Spicer, Lose v. 
Hyman (1911, 2 K. B. 234), to which we have already shortly 
referred (ante, p. 436), places an important limitation on the 
wer of the court to grant the statutory relief against forfeiture. 
he appellants, HyMiN and RosentTuaL, the defendants in the 


second action, were the assignees of a lease of the 28th of May, | 
1845, By that lease a picce of land at Hackney, with the | 


chapel then in course of erection thereon, was demised to certain 
lessees for ninety-nine years (less ten days) from the 25th of 
December, 1842, ata rent of £33; and the lease contained a 
covenant by the lessees to complete the chapel and keep it in 
repair, and not to alter the front elevation without the consent 
in writing of the lessor. There was also a covenant not to carry 
on certain trades, being in the main trades of an offensive 


nature, and a general covenant against the use of the premises | 


in such a manner as to be a nuisance to adjourning oc upiers, 
with a proviso for re-entry for arrears of rent and breach of 
covenant. The chapel was completed and used as a place of 
religious worship under the terms of a trust deed until 1909. 
At that time the lease was vested JAMES Sricek as the sole 
surviving trustee. In the early part of 1910 Sricen entered into 
an agreement to sell the premises, and the benefit of thisagreement 
became vested in HYMAN and RosENTHAL, who proposed to use the 
premises fur a kinematograph theatre. In July Mrs. Ross, the then 
reversioner, served a notice to repair on Spicer, and in Novem 
ber, on his default, she commenced an action to recover possessio’, 
On the Ist of December, 1910, the premises were assigned to 
Hyman and RosentHa for the residue of the term. Thereupon 
HyMAN and RoseNTHAL entered into possession and proceeded to 
put the premises into thorough repair and to make the structural 
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| was not a breach of any negative covenant ; 
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tees involved the removal of some iron rulings which sur- 
rounded the property on two sides and enclosed a space twelve 
feet wide between the chapel and the public footway, the 
opening of a new door in the outer wall, the construction of two 
new fire proof staircases, the raising of the floor to a uniform 
level, and the construction of new offic In January, 1911, 
while these works were in progress, Mrs. Rosk commenced an 
iction for recovery of possession against HYMAN and RosSENTHAL, 
The latter applied for relief against forfeiture, but this was not 
illowed by the master, who left the question of relief till the 
trial of the action. His order was affirmed by Riptey, J., and 
the appe: | was against that learned judge s decision. 

Prior to Lord St. Leonards Act (22 & 23 Viet. e 35), in 
regard to non-insurance, and to the Conveyancing Act, 1881, it 
was well settled that no relief could be given against forfeiture 
|of a lease except under circumstances of fraud, accident, or 
There was 


mistake; Lu t v. Crea 1862, 3 Gill. 675). 
| orginally a disposition to grant relief in equity in cases where 
com per sation could he made Sanders V. P pet (12 Ves. 282), but 
\this was not finally admitted, and equitable relief was confined to 
cases of forfeiture for non payment of rent: Pra ebridi ev. Buckley 
(2 Price 200), Lo v. Colby (1 Hare, p. 134). This limitation 
} on the jurisdic tion of the court was removed by section 4 of the 
| Act of 1881, which by sub-section 2, with certain exceptions not 
extending to waste or breach of covenants to repair, enabled the 
lcourt to grant such relief as “having regard to the proceed 
ings and conduct of the parties under the foregoing provisions cf 
this section, and to all the other circumstances,” it should think 
fit. The “ foregoing provisions ” are those of sub-section 1 under 
which the lessor is prohibited from enforcing the forfeiture until 
he has served notice requiring the lessee to remedy the breach and 
| to make « ompensation in money, and unless the lessee fails within 


a reasonable time to comply with the notice. Thus, in considering 
whether relief is to be gral ted, the court is bound to cor ider the 
| conduct of “the parties in regard to the service of the notice 
land compliance therewitb If the court decides to grant relief, 
ithe terms of relief may include an injunction against any like 
breach in the future. 

In the present case, Cozens-Harpy, M.R., deduced from 
the 46 prov ISlOl 5 the general pl inciples upon which relief is to be 
yranted. In the first place, the applicant must comply with the 
| statutory notice: that is, he must, so far as possible, remedy the 
alleged breaches and pay reasonable compensation for breaches 
| which cannot be remedied. In the second place, if the breach is 
of a negative covenant, the applicant must undertake to observe 
| the covenant in the future,or at least must not avow his inten 
tion to repeat the breach complained of. In the third place, if 
the act, though not a breach of a negative covenant, amounts to 
| waste which would be restrained by injunction, the applicant 
must undertake to make good the waste if possible. In the 
| fourth place, if the act complained of does not fall under either 
the second or third head, but is one for the recovery of damayes 
not merely nominal, the applicant must undertake not to repeat 
it. The Master of the Rolls summarized these various rules by 
saying that the plaintiff must come into court with clean hands, 
ind ought not to be relieved if he avows an intention to « ontinue 


or to repeat a breach of covenant 

The applicants were willing vo remedy the breache alleged 
in the notice to repair so far as the changes in the building 
would admit, and the use of the building for its new purpose 
so that their claim 
to relief could not be refused under the first or second head ; but 
in the opinion of the Master of the Kolls the alteration of the 
premises, by the removal of the railings and opening a new door, 
and constructing new staircases, constituted waste against which 
the court would grant an injunction. Hence he held that relief 
ought to be refused under the third head, and possibly, also, 
under the fourth head, on the ground that the alterations were 
a breach of the covenant to repair for which substantial damages 
could be given, and which the applicants avowed their intention 
ot continuing. “ They do not,” he concluded, “come into court 
with clean hands, and they are not entitled to relief except upon 
terms to which they are not willing to submit,” and hence he 


alterations required to adapt them to their new purpose. The! thought the appeal should be dismissed, Mou ron, L.J., was of 











* 


axiomatic, that the court will not grant relief to a lessee who 
persists in a continuing breach, and who informs the court that 

it is his intention so to persist. “ Whatever other terms the 

court feéls justified in requiring as a condition for relief, the | 
applicant must be willing to repair the breach so far as it has 

been committed and put himself ina position in which he can 

observe the covenants in the future.” Hence since the « hanges | 
were a breach of the covenant to repair and maintain the chapel 

and premises, and this breach was to be persisted in, relief could 

not be given. 

But these judgments appear to assume a great deal in favour 
of the lessor and to pay little attention to the proprietary 
interest of the assignees of the term, and, what we may perhaps 
dese ribe as a more reasonable view of the respective claims of 
the parties was introduced by the judgment of Buckiery, L.J. 
He was not impressed by the removal of the railings, since these 
appear not to have existed at the time of the demise, and the 
applicants were willing to pave the demised ground so as to 
distinguish it from the public footway and occasionally to put up 
a fence; and inasmuch as there was no covenant against the 
use of the premises otherwise than a chapel, he attached no | 
Importance to their diversion from this purpose. Moreover, the | 
applicants were willing to deposit a sum of money suflicient for | 
the restoration of the premises to their original state at the end 
of the lease. Under these circumstances the Lord Justice con 
sidered that the « hanges were no greater than might reasonably 
be made having regard to the right of the applicants to change 
the user of the premises, and he considered that they were 
entitled to relief. 

It may be questioned whether t' ere was any necessity for the 
Master of the Rolls to lay down rules which must inevitably have | 
the effect of fetter ing the diseretion which the statute has vested 
in the court, and also whether it is so axiomatic as MOULTON, 
L.J., said that relief must be refused if there is a continuing breach. 
As above pointed out, the court is bound under section 14 to 
have regard to the conduct of the parties in relation to the 
notice required by sub-section 1, but it is significant that the 
sub-section refers to “ parties,” and regard must therefore be had 
to the conduct of the lessor as well as of the lessee. It may be 
unreasonable for the lessor to seek to interfere with the lessee’s 
mode of enjoyment of the premises, even though this may not 
he strictly in accordance with the terms of the lease. The lessee 
has a proprietary interest in the property as well as the lessor, 
and in ordinary circumstances the interest of the lessor is | 
sufficiently protected if there is security for the property being | 
handed back in its original state at the end of the term. If it | 








is intended that a building shall be used for a particular purpose | 
only, it is easy to insert a covenant to that effect. It is well | 
known that buildings originally intended for public worship often 
cease to be required for that purpose, and in such a case there 
seems to be no reason why, in the absence of a negative covenant, | 
they should not be adapted to some other use for the remainder of | 
the term. It is possible that the present decision will be found 
to Impose an inconvenient fetter on the exercise by the court of 
its discretionary power to grant relief. 


Reviews. 
Kcclesiastical Law. 

A SumMARY oF THE LAW AND Practice IN THE ECCLESIASTICAI 
Courts By T. Eustack Smirn, Barrister-at-Law. Sixt | 
Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 

In this edition the author has usefully brought the book up 
to date by embodying in it the important alterations in the law which 
have been made since the last edition appeared. The first part deals | 
with the sources of ecclesiastical law, with the constitution of the 
courts having ecclesiastical jurisdiction, and with the faculties peculiar 
to the same jurisdiction which authorize acts which would otherwise 
be illegal; such, for instance, as the faculty discussed and held to 
be permissible in Re Bideford Parish (1900, P. 314), for allowing a part | 
of achurchyard to be thrown into a street in order to promote con- 

i The second part deals generally with churches | 

with rights of | 





venience of access, 
and their ministers and ritual, and with church lands ; 
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the same opinion, for the short reason, which he described as | 


| defendant was fined on both charges. 


| T know invariably held since Lord Coke’s time 
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of burial, and with the important question of dilapidations. In 
regard to leases of parsonage houses attention is called to the recent 
decision in Rickard y. Graham (1910, 1 Ch. 722) on the effect of the 
Pluralities Act, 1838, 8. 59. Every such lease must contain a pro 
vision for avoiding it if the bishop makes an order requiring the 
lessor to reside in the house. The omission of the clause does not 
render the lease void, though it will become void if the bishop orders 
personal residence, Questions of procedure generally and unde1 
the Church Discipline Acts are discussed in Part If. The work 
treats concisely of a body of law which in most treatises assumes 
considerable bulk. 


The Intermediate Examination. 

Tue INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION DIGEST, CONTAINING ALL THI 
(JUESTIONS Sev AT THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS OF THE 
Law Socrery on StTerHen’s CoMMENTARIES ON THE LAws oF 
ENGLAND, AND ENTENDED As A Revision Guipe To THAT Work, 
Six7u Epirton. By the Authors (Messrs. Gisson and WELpon), 
The “ Law Notes” Publishing Offices. 

This book arranges the examination questions under the parts of 
Stephen’s Commentaries to which they relate, and gives the appro 
priate answers. These, as might be expected from the experience of 
the authors, are terse and clear, and students will find the work a 
convenient method of testing their knowledge prior to examination 
Provided the subject has been thoroughly studied, the use of the work 
can be safely recommended, but of course nothing will supply th 
place of sound work during the period of actual reading. 








Book of the Week. 
Illegitimacy.—The Law of Ilegitimacy : a Treatise on the Law 
affecting Persons of Illegitimate Birth, with the Rules of Evidence in 
Proof of Legitimacy and Illegitimacy, and an Historical Account of 
the Bastard in Medieval Law. By Witrrip Hooper, LL.D 

(Lond.), Solicitor. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 





Correspondence. 


Re Meaning of ‘ Second Offence.” 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 





Sir,—Referring to the report of the case of Rex v. South Shielids 
Licensing Justices (appearing upon p. 386 of the current volume), in 
which the Divisional Court decided that a second offence meant an 
offence committed after a first conviction, and to your note on p. 
260 in which you state “ Curiously enough, although the point arises 
under a number of statutes, there is no reported decision which 
exactly covers the point,” it may interest your readers to know that 
the point referred to was the subject of judicial determination in 
the colony (now State) of Victoria, sixteen years ago (1895) and also 
in 1908. 

The case first mentioned is that of Christie v. Britnell (reported in 
21 Victorian Law Reports, at p. 71). The defendant having sold 
beer without a licence on two separate occasions on the same «lay, 
was proceeded against under the provisions of section 182 of the 
Licensing Act, 1890, and was charged with having sold beer on the 
first occasion and was convicted and punished as and for a first 
offence under that section, and immediately afterwards she was 
charged with having sold beer on the second occasion and was con- 
victed and punished as and for a second offence under that section. 
It was held by Madden, C.J., of the Supreme Court of Victoria, that a 
second offence under the section is confined to an offence committed 
after conviction for a first offence and that therefore such second 
conviction was bad. 

This decision was followed in the case of (’Connor v. Bini (reporte d 
in 1908 Victorian Law Reports, at p. 567). In this case the 
defendant, a restaurant keeper, was charged upon two informations 
by O'Connor, an inspector to the Board of Public Health, for unlaw- 
fully keeping for sale adulterated milk. Both offences were committed 
on the same day. The informations were heard together, and the 

Two orders nist to review 
were obtained on the ground, inter alia, “that the defendant was 
convicted of the said offence as a second offence, whereas the offence 
charged was committed before conviction for a first offence. This 
objection was upheld as regards one order nis’, and in a considered 


judgment Mr. Justice Hodges said : “It has been held—and as far 48 
to bea general rule 


in regard to statutes of this kind that where the statute fixes one 
another penalty for a second offence, 
vefore the 


penalty for a first offence and an y 
the accused must have been convicted of the first offence | 
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commission of the second offence in order to justily a conviction and | infected and invalidated the entire insurances which the same aseured 


penalty as for a second offence.” 
The importance of the point is my excuse for referring to the above 
cases at such length. E. H. Tresiico, 
105, William-street, Melbourne, May 31. 
‘See observations under head of “ Current Topies.”— Ep. S./.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords, 


THAMES AND MERSEY MARINE INSURANCE CO. (LIM.) ». GUNFORD 
SHIP CO. (LIM.) AND ANOTHER. 2nd and 12th May ; 28th June. 


INSURANCE— MARINE—NON-DISCLOSURE TO UNDERWRITERS OF MATERIAL 
Facts—Sprecunative Powicies or INSURANCE BY MANAGER OF VESSEL 
WHO WAS ALSO AGENT or INSURED—** Honour Poicies-—GAMING 
ND WacGerinc Contracts—Marine Insurance Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, 
c. 41), 5. 4 , 

Certain underwriters disputed their liability under contracts’ of 
marine insurance on the ground of non-di losure of material facts and 
circumstances relating (a) to over insurance, (b) speculative policies of 





insurance by manager of vessel who was also agent of insured, and 

that the master of the vessel recently opp rinted, having been ashore 
for twenty-two years and har ing left the sea owing to his certificate 
having been suspended for six months in respect of the loss of his 
vessel, he was incompetent to act as master, and by his appointment 
there was a breach of warra ty of seaworthiness by the insured. 

Held, that there was not evidence on which the finding of the courts 
helow that the master was ¢ ympetent could be interfered with, but 
that the policies, although P.P 1 policie *, were void as coming within 
ection 4 of the Marine Insurance {e?, 1906, and therefore the under- 
writers were entitled to judgment 

Decision of First Court of Session in Scotland (1910, Sess. Ca 
1072) reversed. 

Che queetion raised in this appeal was whether the courts in Scot 
land were right in holding that the appellant company, the Thames and 
Mersey Marine Insurance Co. (Limited), were liable in respect of a 
policy they had issued on the ship Gunford, owned by the respondents, 
the Gunford Ship Ca, (Limited), of Glasgow, now in liquidation. The 
respondent company was really owned by a Mr. Briggs, and he had 
engaged, through an advertisement he had put in a paper, a Captain 
Sember to take The Gunford from Rotterdam to Santa Rosalia. Cap 
tain Sember was a man sixty-one yeare of age, and had last been to 
sea twenty-two years before. In April, 1885, he was in command of a 
vessel which was lost off the Falkland Islands, and his certificate was 
suspended for six months. From that time to 1907 he worked as a 
tevedore at Glasgow. All went well on the voyage till The Gunford 
ighted Cape San Roque on the Brazilian coast. There she struck a 
sunken rock, and for some days ineffectually tried to get round the 
Cape. She got too near land, and struck another rock and became a 
total wreck. The crew of twenty six hands got ashore in the boate, 
but ten died from a fever caught after they landed. There was an 
inquiry by the Board of Trade, Captain Sember was found to blame, 
and his certificate was suspended for twelve months. The unde 
writers resisted the claim on various grounds. The Lord Ordinary held 
that Captain Sember was a competent man to navigate the veseel, and 
that the fact that he had ijived ashore for twenty-two years was not a 
material fact which the shipowner ought to have disclosed to the under 
writers. He further held that although the vessel was heavily over 
insured, that fact was not material, and therefore the policy was not 
void, and the plaintiffs were entitled to judgment The First Divieion 
f the Court of Session affirmed his judgment, hence this appeal. At 
the conclusion of the arguments judgment was reserved. 

Lord Loresurn, C., in giving judgment, said he did not think thar, 
in view of the finding by the Lord Ordinary that Captain Sember was 
1 competent master, the non-disclosure of his records was material ; 
but the respondents had ected policies upon the hull for £19,000, on 
freight £5,500 (the freight for the voyage being about £4,800, on which 
one-half had been paid in advance, and was not at risk); on disburse 
ments £4,600, and additional on hull and disbursements (including 
debts of ehip to her managing owners and others) against a total loss 
£6.500. It was clear that against the total value insured, £35,600, less 
£2.400 freight already paid, she was worth to her owners only about 
£11,100. He did not believe that prudent underwriters would treat as 


mmaterial such over-insurance, and such large sums placed on disburse 





n 
eff 


ments as were affected in this case. Accordingly, he moved that the j 


ppeal should be allowed 

Lord MACNAGHTEN agreed with this judgment 

Lord Atverstone, C.J., read a long judgment, in which he arrived 
at the same result. 

Lord SHaw, in concurring, said it needed no words of his to point 
out that property at eea and the lives of seamen would stand in the 
greatest peril if bueinessa of this character obtained the sanction of law 
These policies were admitted to -be P.P.I. policies—that was to say, 

without further proof of interest than the poli v itself. They were 
therefore by section 4 (2) of the Marine Insurance Act, 1906, deemed 
to be gaming and wagering contracts. and by sub-section 1 ‘‘ Every 

mtract of marine insurance by way of gaming and wagering is void.”’ 
In his opinion, whenever owners entered into gambling traneactions of 





this kind the transactions themselves were not only invalid, but they 


had made upon vessel, freight or cargo. He agreed with a witness who 


said If 1 had known that so much was on the vessel I should not 
have touched her, . . for L consider such insurances are a direct 
incentive to loss.” . . . She is insured for loss and not against 
loss His lordship observed that the practice of over-insuring was 


not uncommon, becauee underwriters would pay upon such policies 
which went by the much-abused name of ‘‘ honour’ policies. In the 
present case the honour policies for £6,500 fell to be added to the other 
disbursement policies of a gambling nature for £4,600, and it thus 
appeared to the extent of £11,100 no disclosure was made, and the ship 
was sent to sea, the scale of self-interest in favour of het destruction 
being as stated. 

Lord Rosson, in the com f his judgment, pointed out that the 
parties were entitled to agre: figure for the value of the ship, and 
that in the event of loss that sum was binding on the underwriters. 
Very often the underwriters preferred to take a ehip above her real 
value to the assured, because in claims for constructive total loss the 
higher the value the more difficult it was for the assured to establish 
that the costs of repairs vould exceed the value so as to 
entitle him to treat the ves is lost, and leave the wreck on the 
insurer's hands. He iwreed that in the present case the existence and 
the amount of the wager policies were circumstances material to be 
disclosed, and that this appeal should be allowed 

Appeal allowed with the general costs of all the litigation except 
on the issue of the master ompetency: raised before the Lord 
Ordinary, as to which this House did not interfere. The decieion also 
covered an appeal raising the same questions, although the policy also 
for £1,000 was granted under somewhat different circumstances brought 
by the Southern Marine Mutual Insurance Association (Limited) against 
the same reepondents.—Counser, Leslie Scott, K.C., and F. D. Mac- 
kinnon, for the appellants ; J {. Clyde, K.C.,. ¢ DD). Murray, K.C., 
and John Mair (all of the Scots Bar), gor the respondents. Sorrcrrors, 
Waltona d ¢ . for J. d& J. Ross, W.S., Edinburgh ; W 1. Crump & 
Son, for Wright, Johnston, & Mackenzie, Glasgow and Webster, Will, 
& Co., W.S., Edinburgh 


[Reported by Braxtne Reip, Barrister at-Law.] 


MOSS STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) +. WHINNEY. 2tith June 


Birt or Lapinc—Lien—Unsatisriep Freicut Dur to Limrrep Com 
PANY FURTHER SHIPMENT BY LECKIVER AND \IANAGER or COMPANY 
CLaim OF SHIPOWNERS TO Exercise Lien, as AGAINST RECEIVER AND 
MANAGER 
1 receiver and manage fa company appointed in ao debenture 

holders’ action by the court, shipped a consignment of goods under a 

hill of lading, which named the company (care of their agents abroad) 

Qs CONSIGNEES The bill i lading contained a cliuse ¢ rpres ly fating 

that the shipowners should have a lien on qo d shipped inv xpect not 

mnly f the freight on that hipment, hut also nm any yf evriously 
unsatisfied freight, due either from shippers or consiqnees to them 
lo naatished freight we due from the com pany to the hipou we fov 
shipments from the con pony ter the agent pres / the appomtment / 
the receiver 

Held (Lord Shaw and Lord Mersey dissenting), that the shipment hy 
the receiver of the ¢ mn pany # qoods did not give right to the ship 


yonera to exercise a lien on those qoods in respect if previous unpa ad 
freight . 
Semble. a receiver. without the leave of the court, may not hind 


dehenture-holders by granting a lien on the qoods in respect of premous 


unsatished freight due f iT m pany, since the effect of euch a 
proce ding would he t pl e the hip wneras in a bette pe ition than 
the other unsecured credit i the « mm pany 

Per Lord Mersey WV Whinney wag appointed hy the court 
carry on the business Ile was the agent ne ither of the debenture 
holders nor of the « mmpa Tt he provided the money in order to 
free the qoods from a lies thich as against the company he ought not 


to have created, he would not qet the amount allowed in his account 
hy the vurt. and the company would be none the worse 

Der } f Court of Apt | Fletcher Moulton. L.J d " 4 
(54 Sotrcrrors’ Journnat 736, 1910, 2 A. 2. 813) affirmed 

Appeal by the Moss Steamship Co. (Limited) from a decision of the 
Court of Appeal (Fletcher Moulton, L..J., dissenting), which reversed 
a judgment of Hamilton, J., sitting as judge of the Commercial Court 
The facts sufficiently appear from the judgments. The House reserved 


judgment 
Lord Lorrsven, C., said In this case Fletcher Moulton L.J., and 


Hamilton, J were of one opinion, while Vaughan Williams 
and Buckley, L.JJ.. held a_— different view Ind, Coope & 
Co had to! some time shipped hee on the vesrels ot the 
ppellant ympany After Mr. Whinney vas appointed re 
. he sent an order to the Moss Steamship Co., direct 
to ship the beer of Ind, Coope & Co., care of Turner (jun.) 
‘of Malta. and signed ‘‘ Ind, Coope & Co. (Limited), 
r and manager.’ Upon this Messrs. 


ing them 
and Somerville. 
by Arthur F. Whinney, receive 
James Moss & Co.. as agents, shipped the beer, and made out the bill 
of lading as usual, which gave the shippers a contractual lien, not 
merely for the freight of £56 payable for this particular beer, but also 
for anv unsatisfied freight due either from shippers or consignee. At 
that time the company were indebted to the shipowners in the sum of 
£171 for unsatisfied freight, and the question their lordships had to 


decide was this: Could Mr. Whinney claim delivery of this beer on 
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r must he also pay the | panied byastatement thatthe acceptor desires that the arrangement s! 








payment of the stipulated treight of Loo 
additional £171 In his opinion the ground upon which this case! be put into some more formal terms, the mere reference to such 
ought to be decided in favour of Mr. Whinney s this rhe ship- proposal will not prevent the court from enforcing the final agree 
vners ild claim for the sum of £171 unsatisfied freight only | arrived jut if the agreement is made subject to certain dition 
if this unsatisfied freight s due by the shippers o1 signees of then specified, or to be specified by the party making it, or by 
this particular shipment of beer. Wh vere the shippers and con licitor, then until thosé conditions are accepted there is : 
signees The bill of lading must be ked at with the order. Unless | agreeme such as the court will enforce Mr. Russell has tried 
jualified b her rcumstances absé here, this meant that Mr. | bring this case within the principle of Jones v. Daniel (1894, 2 ¢ 
Whinney ordered tl hipment and mitracted for it on his vn per 3352 ind to say that if there was agreement at all it was \ 
sonal credit K t irse, for indemnity to the assets of the | agreement as to price, but I am of opinion that this case is clearly dis 
ompany for reimburse t He was the shipper. in the name, it | tinguishable from Jones Daniel, and that these letters do constitute 
is true f Ind, ¢ x The shipowners kne there was a mplete open contract, and on the facts I find that the offs 
receiver ind tft retore t t f mpat ere I longer nducting ot et ed ind I accordingly decree specifi pertorn ts) 
the business. So, ag e company in the bill lading were named | the ntract.—CounseL, Wicklem, K.C., and J. Fischer Willic 
s consignees: but tl shi} ners kne hat they were so only in | for the plaintiff; Mon. Frank Russell, K.C., and J. Ashton © 
me, the rea hipper d ti real nsignee being Mr. Whinney the defendant Soiicitors, Nurr, Gribble, Nelson, d& Oliver, for \ 
\ccordingl) he n ed r lordsh ps that the rder ippe aled from son, Eddison, ad Lupt m, Leeds, for the plaintiff ; Gibbs, White, ad ¢ 
uld be sus d for Last & Betts, Bradford, for the defendant. 
Lord Hat Y 1 Lord ATKINSON read jud ents eXpressing the Reported by L. M May, Barrister-at-Law[. 
pul ) that the py | sh ild be cismissec 
Lord SHaw . | r Ae ™ +} . as wenn t Re CROYDEN. HINCKS ». ROBERTS. Eve, J. 30th June 
} Ther 7) evidence to support tl ppellants n- | Lega Persona, Representative—Assets Parp TO WRonG Pers 
ent that Ind, Coope & ( formerly nd Ind Coope & Co. per Recovery sy Person Entitrtep—Lapse or Time—Limirati A 
Whinnevy latter re the same shippers But it 4s not necessar\ 1623—Trustree Act, 1888, s. & 
leal separate that point. for it is n his judgment, suffi { legal personal representative handed over assets to the j 
ient ft <press terms of tl tt Ind, ¢ pe & | pe n more than siz yea hefore the mmencement of p , , 
Us wer ‘ r this rye stated is sucl by name the pe n entitled to re ver the 
Although t) f f r » had irred the hist ry of that Held, that the claim was barred 
— ena fact aid disable t receiver Trom making This was a further consideration and two summonses to vary tl 
: mae ' . trom ppl goods master’s certificate. Edward Croyden died in 1891 intestate as to 
rdance t n hich pre had ol ed. He | moiety of his residuary personal estat The persons entitled to this 
did not find sufficic this casg entitle him to say that he uuld | moiety were his sister Louisa and his brother George, each of 
upset that tra t mpor nt t ditions something foreign to | were entitled to a third. and his two nieces, the plaintiffs, who | 
the pre ~~ . f the partie r excise from the tract what | them were entitled to the remaining third By this action i 
it itself stipulated on that the ine sft er past freights | tiffs sought to recover the one-third and claimed administrat ft 
due to the apf llants by the ppers estate of Edward Croyden and, if essary, administration of t ite 
Lord jer BY de -_ dyment th Lord St He | of Louisa, George and Sarah Croyden and William Roberts. Sara 
: a a an t indet d | the ‘ that the shipper described | the residuary legatee of George, and Roberts was one of the } Dp 
! mse r my atr t s sa re er and manager yuld representatives of Edward Croyden On the hearing of the ! 
affect the " ere the signee Ind, Coope & ( rder is made for the administration of the estate of Edward 
did net and leed d exist t different senses The Croyden, and further considerati vas adjourned, The master’s 
npar had t | ] nor was if « noir iquidat ! tificate found that 1 part of the personal estate was outst ding 
Lord Lor i ; Lord A bour i read m t indispx sed of Phereupon the plaintills issued these two summons« 
rred ' (dismissed B ! orit f rtot ) the first to vary the ertinicate b ndin that their share 1 U 
oe Speen ee Wate s.—f NseL, Badhach K.< Leslie | disposed-of residue was still outstanding, and the second for admu 
S tt K.¢ ind (". Be. Dunl the appel s {// ( yp | tration of the estates of Louisa, George and Sarah Croyden and Wil 
K.¢ ) ng K.( ! Le I ! pondent SOI Roberts respectively. The pla ntiffs laimed to administei these fu 
rors, Pawle ; f for Hill, Dickir ds ¢ Liver. | ther estates and thereby ultimately recover the amount claimed by 
pool De / i V them from Sydney Croyden, who it was alleged, was posseseed 
[Reported by Ersxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] ussets contributed by the estates of Louisa, George and Sarah, and out 
of which the claim ought wo be satisfied 
° = Eve, J I do not see my way to make an order for any furthe 
7 - - ar hele ate administration. Section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, affords, in n 
High Cour t—Chancery Division. opinior 1 complete answer to the laim to administer the estate « 
ROUSE GINSBERG. Swinfen Fa I. 30th June: Ist July Robert his claim is based on the mntention that Robe rts ld 
VENDOR AND Purcnasen—Letret Revanence vo a Feaus, Coure | not, if living, discharge himself in an action to administer the estate 
Speciric PerForMANCE—ComMPLeTe Oren ConTRA icicee | of Edward ¢ royden of the undisposed-of residue of that estate by 
: ae setting up the payment of the whole of it to Louisa and George, and 
Where th : for of warehouse 1 letter , that he would, in spite of such payment, be charged as still having in 
accepming aR OF antey y purch wrote follow We | hand the plaintiffs’ share (see He Hyatt, 38 Ch. D. 609), and it is 
shall be al | f tr early nrenier / leposit | argued that his estate, being under the same liability as he uld be 
n the le ft . nge f / l f f t frau if living, ought, in the abeence of any admission of to | 
we j! idministered for the purpose of enforcing this liability. ing t 
Held, that t nditional e. but hi latter part of the argument to be nd—as I think it the questi 
pleting an oj / f f which specif / " uld he ¢ remains whether Roberts, if living, could now, by means of an orde 
forced ag th Y to administer the estate of Edward Croyden, be made liable for tl! 
Fite wae « as “~ pee Seen een a_i share of residue improperly but h« nestly paid away in 1892 ] do 1 
tract for the ile f+ srehouses Or " 15t] f November. 1910 thane he ould ng 0 6 eters - to _ all ope to é = 1 ay 
the defendant rote follows In referen to our interview alk a hiabilit repay in the circumstances here su aang a tne expiry 
17 59. W atreet Mos « eT ‘ uC | six years from the date of the improper payment, and | 
= ; “i gtr 1 am prepared » offer lang re of Fletcher M lton, L.J I ddir ‘whatever be n 
£13,000 for the propert On the 29th of November, 1910, Messrs ae at eect he Te ogy yee ht = Dee } ‘1 bilit 
Cowaill & Bone vote on behalf of the plaintifl as follows oe of the pro eedings »y which it is sought t enforce the oe ; aes 
tructed by Mr. Rous we beg to cept your offer of £13,000 for th y We moll, 1907, 2 K. B., at p. 364, and see How v. = interton, 1896. 
two warehouses, Nos. 57 and 59. Wall-street. Br tah en tn tag me |} 2 Ch. 626). Next as regards Louisa, who died in 1895 Sh 8 
letter of the 15th inst } we shall Gis ated te Geet won ab = your | beneficiary who in 1892 received erro! but without notice wi 
nvenience to re e deposit the a Lo wn. aed 4 oa oa ; ‘rly | belonged to other beneficiaries, but ehe did not thereby be ome 
formal contract to | ira out for signature by the sail in a trustee tor the plaintiffs, and their claim for repayment 1s on the 1! er 
was contended by the defendant. firstly. that the letter f rr 154) ing of a claim for money had and received. Although it is an equi 
Mevensbar was not o clear offer. the « cites Ree ie ' og an ible claim, it is subject to the analogy of the statute of James, 
to offer . secondly at Oh lett ot tle 90+}. ~ Se enn is barred in SIX years. Lhis part of the case 18, J think, “ ire 
only conditional | ptance ; and, thirdly, tl - amtan "t. tage te _— covered by the judgment of Warringt J., in Re Robinsor 1911, 
had been refused the 18th of Novemb r. 1910 be wes ae Soe Goer i 4 a 902 George Croyden was in a different position. He v - 
Swinvex Eapy. J.. after statine sie tnot » Deore acceptance only a beneficiary to whom part of the share of others was paid, bi 
- . ‘ a Se ontinued I he letter he was one of the executors of Edward Croyden, and had the plaintiffs 
the 15th of N vember = without doubt, a clear offer The questi 1 | eued him or his estate to recover so mu h of their share as had bee 
MOzS AFIe8 whether the letter of the 29th of November, 1910, written | received by the trustee and converted to his own use, they would 
by Messrs. Cowgill & Son, on the instructions of the plaintiff, amounts | effectually prevented him,and after his death his legal personal repres 
to « clear acceptance, or whether it introduces new stipulations, and is | tative, from relying upon that section as a defence in the mannei 
really in effect a counter offer. The principle which governs these cases | which I have held Roberts and his legal personal representatives | 
is laid down by Sir George Jessel, M.R., in the case of Crossley \ do. It is necessary, therefore, to follow ‘matters a little further, and 
Maycock, which reported in L. R. 18 Eq., at p. 181 He there | with thie result : George died in 1896, and within two years his estate 
eays, “If there i simple acceptance of an offer to purchase accom. | was fully administered, and, without notice or knowledge of the plait 
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tiffs’ claim, distributed amongst the beneficiaries, his son, the defen 
dant Sydney Croyden, taking his legacy, and his widow, Sarah Croyden, 
the residue. So far as the son is eng 5 I cannot, consistently with 
what I have already held in the case of Roberts, order administration 
of the estate of his father in an action ‘commen eight years after it 
wae fully administered in-order to charge him with so much of the 
estate as was applied in paying his legacy or was paid or appropriated 
to the residuary legatee at when neither the son nor the widow 
had notice of any unsatisfied and as regards the 
residuary legatee, the reasoning upon which I have disposed or the 
claim to administer Louisa’s estate applies also to her estate. The 
result is that I cannot order administration of any one of theee other 
estates, and I dismiss the two summonses. The plaintiffs to pay the 
osts reserved by the judgment and of this hearing and of the two sum 
monses.—CounseL, Stewart Smith, K.C., and John Henderson; P. O 
Lawrence, K.C., and Fossett Lock. Soricirors, Yielding & Ce 
Bridqman, Willcocks, d- Co. 
[Reported by 8S. E 


a date 
laim outstanding 


Wittrams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


20th Jun. 


Re GREENBERRY. HOPS 
WILL- 


DANIELL. Eve, J. 


SUBSEQUENT CONVERSION INTO 1,000 
ADEMPTION. 


Bequest oF 100 £1 SHARES 
SHARES oF 2s. Eacu 

{ testator bequeathed ny 100 hare im the Palatine 
Syndicate.” There was no such « smpany, Out there was a 
called the Pataling Rubber Syndicate, in which the testator 
the date of his will 100 £1 shares, each of which was by 
tion of the 
each 
Held, that the 
[his was an adjourned summons 
struction of the will, and in the events 


Rubber 
vmpany 
held at 
special resolu 
sub-divided into ten sharea of 2 


company subsequently 


1,000 shures of 2s. cach passed under the bequest 


asking whether upon the true con 
vhich had happened, a thousand 
shares of 2s. each in the Pataling Rubber Estates (Limited) passed to 
the defendant under the bequest to him of my hundred 
shares in Palatine Rubber Syndicate (Limited). By his will the 
testator, who died in December, 1910, yave to his nephew, the 
defendant Edward Greenberry, my shares in the following cor 
panies (inter clic) 100 shares in Palatine Rubber Syndicate (Limited 
At or prior to the date of the will no company of that name was 
registered or known on the London Stock markets, but there was and 
is a company named the Pataling Rubber Estates (Limited), and the 
testator at the date of his will held 100 £1 shares in that company 
Each of these shares, at the testator’s death were of the nominal 
value of £1 each, were subsequently, by special resolution of the com 
pany, sub-divided into ten shares of 2s. each, so that at the time of 
his death the testator held in the .place of the 100 shares of £1 each 
1,000 shares of 2s. each. The testator subsequently to the date of his 
will acquired and held at the date of his death a further 130 2s 
of the same company. 

Eve, J.—The testator yvave to his nephe w his one hundred shares in 
the Palatine Rubber Syndicate (Limited It is quite clear, on the 
authority of Re Portal and Lamb (30 Ch. D. 50). that in arriving at an 
answer to the question one must have regard to the state of things 
existing at the date of the will. and also at the date of the testator’s 
death At the date of the will the held 100 £1 shares in the 





shares one 


which 


testator 


shares | 


| 





| 


Pataling Rubber Estates (Limited At the time of his death the 
testator held 1,130 shares of 2s. each in that mpany. The que stion 
is whether the subsequent sub-division of the shares gave rise to | 


Trustees v. Mac 
though not on all 


ademption of the legacy The case of Macfarlane’s 


farlane (1910, Sess. Cas iS a similar case, 





fours with the present one There there was a bequest of 100 £5 
shares, each of which had been converted into five £1 shares. and it 
was held that the legacy had not been adeemed by the change in the 
denomination of the shares. Lord Dundas said: ‘‘ We have here ne 


insfer of its undertaking 
essential change in the character 


extinction of the original 
to a new and different one, nor any 
of the shares, the being, as I think, one of form only, for 
treater convenience, I suppose, of their commercial negotiation. The 
five shares of £1 each are not, it seems to me. to be 
turrogatum for each one share of £5. but as 
same thing.’’ That is applicable to the 
shares of 2s. each being substantially the 
shares of £1 each The legatee 12. 
shares in the Pataling Rubber 
P.O. Lawrence, K.C.. and 
Beebec Sonictrors, Julius 
“Li iverpool 

[Reported hy 8. F 


mpanyv, or any tr 
‘ hanye 


viewed as 

being substantially th 

present case, the thousand 
same thir g as the hundred 
entitled to the thousand 
(Limited Counsei. Polt 
Ch yton, K.C., and 
Jaques d& Co., for Harling a 


therefore. 
Estates 
Fa rraor Luarm wre, 


Thomas, 


Wiittmams. Barrister-at-Law. } 


High Gourt—King’s Bench 


Division. 
DOMINION OF CANADA GENERAL TRADING AND INVESTHERT | 
SYNDICATE (LIM.) -. BRIGSTOCKE. Div. Court. 16th Jnne. 


Company Law om eae AS TO COMMISSION FOR 
SCRIPTIONS FOR SHARES—PRIvVATE CoMPANY 
DATION Act (8 Ep. 7, c. 69), s. 89. 


Section 89 of the 


PROCURING Svs 


COMPANIES (CONSOLI 


Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, which afford 


| 
| 


| 


a npony power to pay certai ; ‘ssivune, and ! rohibits the pay 
ment of all othe: f b-cribing or procuring subscnip- 
for share apple s tu private well as to I ibli com panes, 


from the Westminste Court. The 

mpany that ad been registered under the 
Companies Act, 1907. The detendant had been a director of the 

laintiff ym pal The action as brought to recover the sum ol 
£100, monies paid by the mpany to the defendant as commission 
ompany subscribed for, by, through the instru 
mentality of the de The actie vas based on section 89 of 


This was ih tppeal 


plaintifis were a private 


County 


fendant 


the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, by which 1) it shall be 
lawtul tor a company to pay a commission to any person in consideration 
ot his subscribing or agreeiny to subscribe, whethe absolutely ol on 
ditionally, for any shares 1 mpany r procuring or agreeing 
to procure subscriptions, whether absolute o1 nditional, for any 
shares in the company, if the payment of the commission is autho 


mmission paid or agreed to be paid does 


amount Or rate 


ised by the articles and the 


not exceed the amount or rate so authorised, and if the 





per cent. of the commision paid or agreed to be paid is In the case 
of shares offered to the public for subscription disclosed in the prospec 
tus; or (4) in the case of shares not offered to the public for subscriy 
tol lisclosed in the statement in leu of prospectus or in a state 
ment the prescribed form siyned i ke manner as a statement in 
lieu of prospectus, and filed with the Reyistrar of Companies, and 
where reular or notice, not being prospectus nviting subserimp 
the shares is issued, also d in that circular or notice 
¢) Save as aforesaid, me my apply any of ite shares o1 
pital money either directly o1 in payment ol any om 
mission, discount, or allowance to any person in consideration of his 
subscribing or agreeing to subscribe vhether absolutely o ondition 
1} To. ny shares of the mpany, r promising or agreeing to pro 
ire subscriptions, whether absolute o1 nditior for any shares in 
the mpany, whether the shares money be so applied by being 
tdded to the purchase mone f any property juired by the com 
pany, or to the. contract price f any ork to be executed for the 
mpal or the money be paid ou f the nominal purchase money 
o mtract price or otherwise The payment to the defendant by 
the plaintiff company was not disclosed in any of the ways specified 
n the first sub-section, and the plaintiffs contended that the payment 
was an illegal one and that the: ould recover it The defendant 
ontended that section 89 did t apy to the case of a private com 
pat nd the count ‘ t idyve | t y this ew, entered judg 
me! for the defendant | plaintiffs appe d d mtended tha 
1 any section of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, which was 
not intended to apply to | te mpanies, it was so specifically 


stated 


PHILLIMoRE, J In ompanies (Con 


solidation) Act, 1908, applies to private s ell as to public m 
panies. Even if that were not so an action would lie against the de 
endant for money received to the plaintiffs s« It is only unde 
the provisions of this s tion that this payment ould have been miuade 
» the defendant. and so in either ise if the section applies, but its 
pr isions had not been iplied itt r if it does not apply, this 
payment was made to the defendant without lawful consideration, and 
the amount is therefore re erable | the plaintiffs as monev received 
by the defendant to their use The action therefore s maintain 
ible and appeal must bf lowed 

Horringe, J., gave judgment to the same effect CouNSEL. (fore 
Brows K.C., and Heber Hart, for the plaintiffs: Clausen. K.( ind 
Cecil Walsh for the defendant SoLicirors, Lewis W. Taylor; Gib 


Barrister-at-Law 


[Reported by C. G. Moran 


Societies. 


The Law Society. 


extracts from the annual report of the Council : 


f ii / | mee There ire eleven vacancies in the Council, ten 
hich are caused by retirement in rotation The remaining vacancy 
used by the regretted death of Mr. Richard Pennington The 
nbers to retire in rotati M Botterell, Mr. Budd, Mr. Dow 
Mir. W. E. Foster, M argetts, Mr. Oldham, Mr. Paine, M 

Rawle, Sir A. K. Rollit, ar ir. Stone Under the provisions of bye 

i 10, three of the membe« f the ( in retiring by rotation are 
vil for r+e-election f e year It has been agreed that the 

members to be so ineligible shall be Mr. Paine and Mr Rawle 

London), and Mr. W E. Foste: ountry). Mz Pennington died 

after a few days’ illness the 13th July, 1910. He had been a 
mem be of the Council s e the year 1879, and served the office of 
Piesident in the year 1892-93. For twenty years he was Chairman of 
the I nance and (rene! i] Pury BCS Cr mmiuttee ; he also served on the 
I ! ation Committee, the Professional Purposes Committee, the 
Discipline Ce mmittee, and many others He was also one of tha 


| society s representatives on the Senate of the University of London 
Chroughout his membership of the Council, Mr. Pennington identified 

sell n a remarkabl deyree with every branch of the sOcIeLYy & 
vor} d it is impossible few words to attempt any enumeration 


I the Hous services which he continuously :endered to the society 
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or to reter in at le 
brought to be il 
howeve to make 


death he was a member 
the Commissioners 
zealous member 

is not spared t take 
id ition and i 
to those witt ‘ Wr 
profound regard a 
ircle of frend The 
the death of Mr. He 


1911, after some 

in July, 1910, having | 

a President n ] i ] “ 
duous one, and up 

i thanks to 

fesire that t res 


tetomar’ 
intended to be 
rendered and f 


\lanisty was a mem! 
wk, and rendered 
retired last year tl 
vhose advice and assista 
much regret that the hor 
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Council must also refer with much regret to | 


Manisty, which occurred on the 13th April, 
of suffering He retired from the Council 
elected upon it in 1885, and having served 
Mr Manisty s term of office was a specially 


retirement his colleagues passed resolution | 
oncluded with these words The Council 
shall not be deemed a merely formal and 
but that it shall be considered, as it is 

i acknowledgment of special and great services 
ited During the many years that Mr 


e Council he took a very active part in its 
iluable services to the society When he 
incail recognised the loss fa colleague vith 
» they could ill afford to dispense, and they 
then entertained that his life might k ng be 


/ he society has now 9,039 members, 
town and 4,908 in the country. The number 
iety during the past vear is 543, as com 
ious yea The membership shows an 
45, and is the largest since the foundation of 


Henry William Trinde By his will the 
Trinder, who died n 2lst November, 1910 


and who was a mem! the society, bequeathed to it two oil paint 
ings, by Scott rt I Thames, at Westminste: and Somerset 
House respectively H leo bequeathed to the society the sum of 


£2,000, upor rta 


itter bequest, it 


ats 1eferred to in the will With regard to the 


sary, in view of the alternative trusts 


the will, that ¢ method of its expenditure should be carefully 

nsidered The sul therefore, referred to a special m 
ittee Tor consideratt . 

baht y About 1,006 olume vere added to the library last vear 
by purchase | t ind the total number of bceoks is now about 
»| 600 

We d ar Statist Department During the vear the work f 

llecting and f I rmation with regard to solicitors has been 

ntinued by the soviet Record and Statistical Department, which 
has now the mplete hi ry of a considerable number of firms, as well 
is that of me thousands of individual solicitors. Tables have also 
been ompiled ivi vlance statistics with regard to past eXamina 
tions. articles. admiss membership of the society, and other useful 
information rhe ing es made in the department ag iin show a large 
increase over tl the previous year nd, to judge from the letters 

thanks received, th information supplied has been of great assist 
ince to membe in tra documents previously in the possession of 

licitors wl practising As some difficulty is often 
experienced i btaini lesired information, the Council invite com 
mit ations it : tary in the event of members suc eeding to, 
( obtaining 1 essai of the papers of, a deceased or retired solicitor. 
nd also ar lars of which it is desirable that a record 
hould be kept \t the same time they desire to thank those who have 
been good enough to send such particulais during the past year 

Prel n / The C r | have for some years bee! 
desirous of obt th peal of the rovision in section 10 of the 
Solicitors’ A exempts holders of the junior certificat 
of the Oxford d Cambridge local examinations from the society’ 
preliminary exami With this object, the Council have | 
pared a Bill hi hope shortly to introduce in Parliament 

trticled ¢ l Test nial i Servw Section 4 of the Solicitors 
Act, 1843, 1 l solicitor shall have more than two articled 
lerks at th it r take, have or retain any articled clerk after 
uch solicitor liscont ed practice, nor whilst such solicitor 
shall be emy i as lerk by any other solicitor tepresentati: ns 
having been made to the Council that solicitors are not sufficiently 
vell aware of the provisions of this enactment, it was resolved to 
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fourteen in the third. Whilst the society’s system aims rather at 
itever he took in hand. The Council desire, | qualifying a student for his professional duties than for passing his 


examinations, it is satisfactory to find that this aim is not found in 
practice to be incompatible with success in the examinations. As 
evidence of the increased interest in the study of law may be quoted 
the growth of the classes concerned specially with preparation for 
London degrees. The attendance at the degree classes continues t 
increase, and the quality of the work maintains its high standard. At 
the degree examination# held in September last one of the society's 
students obtained first class honours in Roman Law and second class 
in English Law; while four of the society's students obtained second 
class and three third class honours. Four students were successful 
in the University final pass examination, and one in the intermediate 
Perhaps the most striking feature of the society's educational system 
during the past year has been the organisation of the Joint Board ot 
Legal Education for Wales. 

tlterations and Additions to the Society's Buildings.—In recent years 
the necessity has been felt for increasing the accommodation at present 
ivailable in the society’s building. The classrooms have been. found 
too small, and it has been necessary to use the West Library for teach 
ing purposes. The Council have also considered it desirable to provide 
the society's students accommodation for social purposes. They have 
therefore decided to make arrangements by which the accommodation 
in the building both for members and students would be materially 
increased. The West Library is to be divided by a floor to be built 
some 123 feet above the present floor, and the lower space is to be 
partitioned off so as to provide at the north end a luncheon or common 
room, and at the south end a library, with a reading and smoking 
room. The examinations will be held in a hall over the new rooms ; and 
to meet any possible future requirements for lectures and classes tw 
new rooms are to be built on the third floor at the south-west angle 
of the building. It is hoped that the contemplated alterations and 
idditions will be completed by the end of this year. 

Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, Revenue Act, 1911.—In September last 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer invited the President to attend a 
small conference on Form 4 with a few persons specially conversant 
with the practical difficulties which were presenting themselves t 
owners of land. The President, with the approval of the Council, 
ittended the conference. In the course of the discussion he pointed 
out that although the form was neither unintelligible nor obscure to 
persons having expert knowledge, the answers, unless complete and 
vwecurate, would be of little value for the purpose fo1 which they were 
required; and to ensure this, expert assistance would be required in 
most cases, which land-owners would apparently have to obtain at 
their own expense. Certain other points were mentioned by the Presi 
dent, and he obtained from the Chancellor of the Exchequer a1 
assurance that land-owners would not be prejudiced if in filling up 
Form 4 they should omit to make deductions from site values, and 
that opportunity would be given for subsequently making good any 
mistakes or omissions in filling up the form. For some months after 
the Finance Act was passed the Council received many requests from 
members for information, and for thei opinion with regard to ques 
tions arising in practice under the new Act. These communications 
vere answered individually, and as it was found that many questions 
were being repeated the Council decided to issue a memorandum giving 
the effect of their answers to those most commonly arising. The 
memorandum was issued in November last. Subsequently the Council 
weie requested to express an opinion as to the duties of solicitors in 
idvising trustee and other mortgagees as to their position with regard 
to valuations and other securities under the Finance Act. It was 
represented that solicitors were being consulted by mortgagee clients 
us to what action they should take, and that it would be of assistance 
if some general principle could be laid down by the Council on the 
subject. The inquiries were referred by the Council to the Scale and 
Costs Committee, whose report (adopted by the Council) is printed in 
the appendix 

Royal Commission n Land Transfer Scottish Commission The 
Scottish Commission, appointed in May, 1906, to consider the question 
of registration of title in Scotland, completed its report in July last 
The report is not unanimous. Three commissioners (including the 
chairman, Lord Dunedin, and two writers to the signet) are of opinion 
that it would be inexpedient and impracticable to introduce a system 
of registration of title for the whole of Scotland instead of the existing 
system. Their view is that it would be expedient first to try to 
amend the present system of land transfer in Scotland, and that such 
amendments might facilitate the adoption of a true system of registra 
tion of title. They further recommend that registration of title should 
be introduced experimentally in a limited area. Two other commis 
sioners favour the gradual introduction of registration of absolute title, 
provided that all the incidents of ownership of land, including pow 
to settle, mortgage, and affect with restrictive covenants are taken into 

ount on the register. Two commissioners only (one of them being 
Sir Fortescue Brickdale) advocate the introduction into Scotland of 4 
system of compulsory registration of title, without any unnecessar) 
delay. But they explain that in view of the security of title already 
afforded by the register of Sasines and the comparatively short time 
that the subject of registration of title has been under consideration, and 
the pendency of the English inquiry, it would not be opportune t 
introduce it compulsorily and immediately over the whole country. 


| Owing to the material differences between the nature and incidents of 


| 
! 





English and Scotch tenures, and between the English and Scotch con- 
veyancing systems, the report is inapplicable, at all events in any 
general sense, to the subject of compulsory registration of title i 
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England ; and the commissioners themselves advisedly abstained from | 
any expression of opinion on that subject. 

English Commission : The Royal Commission appointed on the 30th of 
Joly, 1908, to consider and report upon the working of the Land 
Transfer Acts in England, issued its report on the 19th of January, 
1911. [The report gives the recommendations of the Commission, as 
summarized in the report, and says that the report is receiving the 
consideration of a committee of the Council, who have held several 
meetings, but are not yet in a position to present their report. ] 

Foreclosure Procedure.—-At the provincial meeting of the society held 
at Bristol in September last a paper was read by Mr. John Indermaur, 
of London, entitled : ‘‘ Suggestions for Amendments in Foreclosure 
Practice,’ in which it was proposed that the provisions of Order 14 of 
the Rules of the Supreme Court might in simple and clear cases be made 
applicable towards assisting mortygagees to obtain absolute orders of 
foreclosure in a summary manner. The Council subsequently referred 
the proposal to a special committee, whose report is included in the 
Appendix. The report has been adopted, and is being acted upon, by 
the Council. 

Voney-lenders Act, 1900.—The attention of the Council has during 
the year been directed to certain recent decisions of the judges 
invalidating agreements made by unregistered money-lenders, not only 
as against such money-lenders, but also as against assignees from them. 
The report of the Council on the subject is included in the Appendix 
The matter is one of interest to the profession, as in practice a solicitor 
examining a title has, at present, to take the risk of any deed being 
void by reason of its having been made in favour of, or executed by, an 
unregistered money-lender. In these circumstances the Council, in 
conjunction with the Life Offices’ Association, attended a deputation 
to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade, and advocated 
the desirability of introducing legislation to protect innocent purchasers 
for value. At the instance of this deputation, the Government have 
drafted a Bill to effect the necessary amendment in the law. 

Circuit System.—-In the early part of the present year a communica 
tion was received from the Lord Chief Justice of England enclosing for 
the consideration of the Council a copy of an amended scheme of 
circuits which had been provisionally adopted by His Majesty’s Judges 
of the King’s Bench Division, subject to any alterations which might 
be considered desirable after the scheme had been considered by, 
amongst others, the members of the Council of the Law Society. The 
scheme did not propose any alteration in the principle on which circuits 
are arranged. It merely provided for some few changes in the dates 
respectively for civil and criminal business in several of the assize 
towns. The Council forwarded it to the various provincial law societies 
for their consideration, and their comments upon it, which, in the 
main, were expressive of approval, were forwarded to the Lord Chief 
Justice. The Council repeated the views expressed in the report of the 
6th of May, 1910, printed on pp. 64-73 of the last annual report, and 
stated that they were of opinion that the draft scheme did not afford 
any real solution to the problem. 

Conveyancing Bills.—On page 29 of last year’s annual report it was 
stated that the Conveyancing Bill, which has so long been promoted 
by the Council, had been read a second time in the House of Commons. 
On the subsequent consideration of the Bill in Committee of that House, 
objection was taken to clause 13, the object of which was to invalidate 
the practice which obtains, especially in Cornwall, of binding a pur 
chaser to employ the vendor’s solicitor and to pay certain fees to him 
whether he acts for the purchaser or not. A similar clause had been 
included in the Bill every year since its original introduction, and had 
never previously been objected to. In view, however, of the difficulty 
of securing the passage of opposed legislation, the Council reluctantly 
omitted the clause. The Bill so amended, having passed the House of 
Commons, was subsequently introduced by the Lord Chancellor in the 
House of Lords and was read a second time, the third reading being, 
at the instance of the Lord Chancellor, postponed until the Autumn 
Session. But, owing to the dissolution of Parliament immediately after 
the House reassembled, it proved impossible to obtain a third reading 
of the Bill, and it dropped. The Lord Chancellor, however, has assured 
the Council of his intention to reintroduce the Bill in the present session 
of Parliament ; and he has also been asked to introduce the Council's 
Settled Land Bill. Both these Bills are referred to with approval in 
the report of the Royal Commission on the Land Transfer Acts. The 
other Bills promoted by the society which have been referred to in 
previous annual reports—viz., the Trustees Bill, the Tithe Bill, the 
Special Land Tenures Bill, and the Married Women’s Property Bill 
have again been introduced in the House of Commons by Mr. J. W. 
Hills, M.P., a member of the Council, to whom the society is much 
indebted for his energetic support in Parliament of measures promoted 
by the Council. 

County Courts Bill, 1911.—The Lord Chancellor has this year re 
introduced his Bill of 1909, with one or two slight alterations. It 
effects various reforms which have long been urged by the Council, and 
in the main meets with their approval, but some important amend 
ments are necessary. Some of these have already been moved by Lord 
Gorell, on behalf of the society, and the Bill has been recommitted 
The Council's report on the Bill is printed in the Appendix. 

Call of Solicitors to the Bar.—In the last annual report reference 
was made to a proposal by the Joint Committee of the Inns of Court 
that in future solicitors seeking call to the Bar should not be permitted 
to practise as solicitors for twelve months before their call. The 
Council informed the Inns of Court that the Law Society did not 
concur in the suggested alteration, and a copy of the historical state- 
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ment, printed in the Appendix to the last annual report, was forwarded 
to them. The Council have not heard of any further action being taken 
in the matter. 

Bankrupt’s After-acquired Property.—The proposal that the after 
acquired real property of a bankrupt should be placed on the same 
footing as his after-acquired personal property has again been before 
the Council, and the Board of Trade were requested to introduce 
legislation on the subject, their attention being directed to the fact 
that the proposal had been recommended by the Bankruptcy Law 
Amendment Committee. A reply was received to the effect that the 
Board hoped during the present session to introduce a Bill to amend the 
law of bankruptcy, and that the point raised by the Council had been 


| noted in connection with the preparation of the Bill. 


Law. Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS AND PRIZES, 1911 


The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal Education 


| Committee, has made the following award of studentships, of tho 


annual value of £40 each, renewable at the discretion of the Council, 
subject to the conditions prescribed in the regulations : 


Crass A. 
(Candidates under 19 who obtained distinction in the Preliminary 
Examination.) 
1. Mr. Perey Graham Harris. Mr. Harris was educated at St. Bee's 


School, Cumberland 
2. Mr. Hugh Penrith Morgan. Mr. Morgan was educated at Shrews 


bury School. 
Ciass B 
(Articled clerks having at least three years, or, being graduates, two 
years, to serve.) 

Mr. Harry Thornton Pickles, B.A., articled with Mr. Benjamin 
Goodfellow, of Manchester. 

The examiners reported that Mr. William Roscoe, B.A., articled with 
Mr. Philip Roscoe, of London, passed a highly creditable examination. 


Crass C. 
(Articled clerks having at least two years to serve.) 
Mr. Allan Gwynne-Jones, articled with Mr. Llewellyn Gwynne 
Jones, of London. 
Acting on a similar recommendation, the Council has renewed for 
one year the studentships held by the undermentioned gentlemen : 
Students elected in 1909. 
Mr. Arthur Sanderson Furniss 
Philip Malcolm Kerwood, 
Students elected in 1910. 
Mr. Herbert Edward Ayres, 
Henry Oswald Brown, 
Leslie Clifford Brown, 
John Owen Davis, 


” 


and has renewed, for a period of six months, the studentship held by 
Mr. Arthur Turner Taylor, B.A., elected in 1909. 

Acting on a similar recommendation, the Council has awarded the 
following prizes of books in connection with the work of the session 
1910-11. 

Fina STUDENTS. 
First prize, value five guineas, to 
Mr. E. L. N. Tuck, articled with Mr. Thomas Vezey, of Bath. 
Second prize, value three guineas, to 
Mr. J. F. Roper, articled with Mr. Charles Breach, of 
Clement’s-inn, W.C. 


9 


Third prizes, value two guineas each, to 
Mr. F. R. Batt, articled with Mr. R. Tapley, of Exeter, 
and to 
Mr. D. G. Moore, articled with Mr. H. O. Moore, of Duffield, 


who are substantially of equal merit. 


INTERMEDIATE STUDENTS. 
First prize, value three guineas, to 
Mr. E. O. Sewell, articled with Mr. Charles Gardner, of 60, 
Cheapside, E.C 
Second prize, value two guineas, to . 
Mr. W. G. Bacon, articled with Nr. G. B. Ellis, of 70-72 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 
By order of the Council, 


Ist July, 1911. 8S. P. B. Buckni1t, Secretary, 
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Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Appointments. 
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It is stated that Mr. William Barradale, clerk to the Birmingham 
justices for the past thirty years, has decided to retire at the end ot 
October, and a committee of magistrates has been formed to arrange 


b pre niation. 











We ha received the prospectus of a new legal debating society 
lled the North London Legal Debating So ety,” of which the 
secr ry is Mr. H. P. Gisborne, of 56, Berkeley-road, Crouch End, N 
The society has been formed with the object of bringing together 
members d students of the lecal pi fession resident in North Lor 
or the purpose of discussing legal matters generally, and 1 
y the decisions of the law courts. The follow! persons 
eligible for membership :—Barristers, solicitors, members or stud 


of any of the inns of court, articled clerks of solicitors and clerks wt 
have been articled to solicitors. Meetinys will take place each Mond 
evening, commencing 16th October, 1911, and the annual subscript 


What was admitted to be an unprecedented clause was, says 


i onsidered by the Local Levislation Committee of the House 
f Commons on the 28th ult. in connection with the ** omnibus Bill 
of the S Helens Corporation. The object of the clause was to em 


power the corporation, subject to the approval of the Local Gover: 
! Board and with the consent of the local authority concerned, 
to give a supply of gas to premises outside its own area. The cor 
poration is ilready iuthorized to contract with a local authority or 
y for a supply in bulk, but it now sought legal authority 
supply in detail. The clause was opposed by the corporation of W 
rington and Widnes, and the district council of Ashton-in-Makerfie 


Counsel who appeared for the St. Helens Corporation agreed that the 


vas no precedent in gas legislation for the clause. The Committee 1 
} jected f lause, but they refused the application of the corporation of 
WV ton and Widnes for wts against the promoters on the ground 


had been brought to Parliament vexatiously. 


I mming up on the trial of Syme at the Central Criminal ¢ 
\J Justice Darling, s ys the Time read the prison r’s letters | 
ne f them he wrote ‘I see from today’s paper that a vot 


proposed to be moved in the House on account of Mr 


Churchill’s references to unjust judges. On this point | quite agre 
Mr. Churchill, but it makes all the blacker the unjust cond 
f the Home Secretary as judge in my case.’’ The judge said he did 
not believe Mr. Churchill spoke of ‘* unjust judges ’’—though apparent 
d words which the prisoner so understood and which he applied 
| to the Home Secretary himself, so bringing to mind the words of 
| Scott Oh, many a shaft at random sent finds mark the archer little 


He could not think those were Mr. Churchill’s words, for h 
ther members of the Government must know that if a jud 
| ‘ u t the proper way was to take the constitutional means 
him removed from the bench He could not for a momer 
] Is as *‘ unjust judges 


that Mr. Churchill used any such words 


I California statute “ for the regulation of the practice of medicine 
surgery, Osteopathy, or other system or means of treating the 
sick Micted.”’ has, says the American Law Review, the followi 
proviso Provided that nothing herein shall be held to apply to 
r regulate anv kind of treatment by prayer.”’ In a recent case it 
wis med that the exemption made the statute void because it gas 
to a certain class of persons, to wit, those who treat physical i 
prayer, privileges and immunities which ‘ under like conditior 
ty anted to all citizens, But the court refused to construe it in 
t vay saving lf prayer can ln revarded as practis ny medi i! 


1 as an immunity, the Act allows every person, man, woman ot 
hild such immunity and the right to pray for the sick and afflicted 
nd that is the only way that disease can be treated by praye: 
Whether such treatment avails anything or not is not for us to Bay; bit 

the privileges of practising such treatment or such supplication is 

inted and allowed to all. The proviso or exception was e\ 

tly put into the Act to prevent any interference with the right of 

ne to pray for the sick and afflicted.”’ 


At the Birmingham Quarter Sessions, on Wednesday, says the 7’ 
4m who, it was stated, had served thirty-six years of his lift 
penal servitude ple ded * Guilty " to housebreaking and theft TI 
re der, Mr. J. S. Dugdale, K.C., said the case was an object-less« 
t those people who talked about the standardization of } unishments 
The prisoner had pleaded “‘ Guilty’ to burglary. Ne 


nd offences 


burglary was an offence which varied in degree to an almost infinite 
extent If the punishment for burglary were what was called sta! 
dardized, and no notice were taken of the different circumstances of 


cases, an enormous amount of injustice would be done. He dare s 
the prisoner did not know what standardization meant, but he said 
this so that the public might have some idea about it. If offer 
ind punishments were standardized all discretion on the part of judges, 
whether to increase or diminish sentences, would be taken away, and 1 
ount would be had of the varying circumstances of life, of the var 
ing circumstances of crime. and of the varving circumstances of hun 
nature He would not attempt to standardize the prisoner's case; 
indeed, he did not know what that standard would be He was not 
oing to do anvthing of the kind, and he thonght the man had suffered 


during his life quite enough punishment. Penal servitude must be a 
healthy state of things or he would not leek so well after thirty x 
vears of it He was not going to punish the prison r at all for that 


offence. He would be imprisoned for one day, which meant that he 
| would be dis« harged. 
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Royat Navat Cotrece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the | Hope MANUFACTURING Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send 


entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for “ How to 


Become a Naval Officer”? (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon 


Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 1! 


description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 55, South Molton-street, Brook 
street, London, W. [ApvrT.] 

The directors of the Londen County and Westminster Bank (Limited 
have declared an interim dividend of 108 per cent for the half-year 
ending the 30th of June. The dividend, 10s. 7id. per share (less incom: 
tax), will be payable on the Ist of August. : 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Reoisrears in ATTENDANCE Ow 









Date Emereexcy Aprrrat Coust Mr.Justice Mr, Justice 
: Rota. No, 2, ovor, Swinrew Eapy. 
Monday July 10 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Greawell Mr Church Mr Boal 
Tuesday 11 Synge Golds nde Theed Gr ll 
Werdnesd — Charch Svnve Bloxam Goldschmidt 
Thursday... 13 Theed Church Farmer Svynece 
Pridav ............ 14 Bloxam Theed Leach Church 
Saturday ......... 15 Farmer Bloxam Borrer Theed 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Wanrnsinetos. NEVILLE. Pankes. Eva, 
Monday July 10 Mr Farmer Mr Synge Mr Bioxa Mr Borrer 
Tuesday .......0 Leach Charch ‘armor Beal 
Wednesday Borrer Theed Leach Greawell 





Thursday .. Bloxam Borrer Go id 
Sa Farmer Beal Synge 
Saturday ......... 15 Leach Greswell Church 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


July 10.—Messre. Homwe & Co., a the Mart, at 2: Frecho'd and Leasehold Shops 
and Residences (see advertisement, back page, June 24), 

July 11.—Messrs. Daivex, Jonas & Uo., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rente 
(see adv: rtisement, back paze, Jane 24) 

July 11.—Mersre. Dovotas Youse & Uo., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rents, Shops, Freehold Residences, &c., and Freehold Residential Estate (-e0 adver 
tisement, pace ii, May 20, and back pee, June 10) 

July 1l —Mesers. Wearaskacy & Guxxs, at the Mart, av 2: Freetold Property (sce 
aver'isement, back page, June 10). : 

July 13.—Messre. Siimsom & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
(see wivertisement, back page, July |) 

Joly 17.— Messrs. Atrrep Savitt & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Important Building Sit« 
(we advertisement, page iii July 1). 

July 18.—Meesra, Depestiam, Txwson, Rivsanvson, & Co, at the Mart, at 2 
Residences, Leasehold Ground Rents, Freehold Pr pe tics, Ri sicences, Ground Rents 
Residential Propertie: and Frechold Estate (wee advertire ment, pages iv and v,May 2 

July 16.—Mersis, Epwin Fox, Bousrisip, Buanetrs, & Bavpetay, at the Mart, at 
2: Blocks of Property (s°e advertisement, back page, this week». ‘ 

July 19 --Mes<ra. Homnenr any Fusnt, at the Mart, at 2; Freebolds (sce advertix« 
ment, back page, this week). 

July 1%.—Meesrs. Rusaworta & Brows, at tho Mart, at 2: Business Promises 
(see advertisement, page iii, May 20). 

July 26.—M«srs "‘'nuxeoop & Maurin, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Business 
ea and Leasehold shop and Dweiling-houce (see advertisement, back pag, this 

eek). 








Result of Sale. 
Revessions, Tiras Rent Cranes, avy Saares. 


Mesers. H. EF. Foerer & Cuawrirco beld their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 934) of the 
shove-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thuraday last, when the 
following Lots were + old at the prices named, the votal amount realized being £10,665 5s 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 
Te £1,297 A 


To £2,395 , ie - ose ° eee ‘ oes » =£1,285 
To £500 ard £1 000 m - ’ “a ae 775 
IMPROPRIATE TITHE RENT CHARGE OF £lv! 2a, . £950 
REVERSION toa First Charge of £1.000 i cae’ “outs > a 


COLEMAN & CO., Lrn., 1,500 8 aces of £1 eax ee ‘ 
SHARES in various other underiakings coe ooo §=gn 4,290 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Tvuespvay, June 20. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES 


Liuitep uv Caawesay. 


AFLECTITE CELLULOID SYNDICATE, Ltp—Petn for w nding up, pre-ente!d June 28 
dire ‘ted to be heard July 11 Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gdns, solors for the petner 


Notice of a»pearing must reach the above-named not later thaa 6 o'ciuck in the 


their names ond ad iresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
\ngustus Har:reaves, 7, Grimshaw st, Burnley, liquidator 
New Loxpox, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Jone 27, directed to be heard July 





Styer, Feochurch st, solor for petner Notice of appearing must reach the 
above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 10 
PREGIDDEN Datry Co, Lrp—Crelitors are required, on or before Aug 1. to send their 
nam and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Toy 
Bank House, Helston, liquidato 
['YWARNHAILE MINING Co, LTD reditors are required, on or before Aug 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the parti-ula’s of their debts or claims, to Cherles 
Nathaniel Lowe Shaw, 354, Salish uy House, London wall, liquidator 
YORKSHIRE Evectaic THRATRES, LTD—Crejitors are required, on or before July 28, to 
| send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
| Hanson, 5, Exchange bldgs, Bradford, liquidator 
| 
| UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY 
| PONTY » WATERW KS (oO—Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their claims, to Morgan Morgan, St 
Cather umbes, Pontypridd, liquidator 
| COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Limitep «6 OmaworeY. 
lo ZON MILL LT Petn for winling up, presented June 26, directed to be 
| heard at St Georg:’s Hall, Liverpool, July 10 Collins & Co Liverpool, solors for the 
pitners, Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o’cluck 
ll fue July 8 
L i Ga PuESDAY, July 4. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limttep tw OSANCERY. 


ANDEI & Co, Ltp, Folkestone —Credi ors are required, on or before July 29, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or clains, to Kobert C, 
Charlit 1 King st, liquidator 

CoA 4 buirisn © ‘ LY Creditors are required, on or before S ptember 1, to 

their nam sod a ldresse and the purticula of their debts or claim to 
Willian Ja Vhorn, Palace chmbra, Westminster Jones & Co, Norfolk Ucuse 
Laurence Pountney hill, solurs to the liquid stor 

Cookson & WALKER, Ltd —Creditors are required, on or before July 31. to send their 

names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Freds nck William 
Queen's Coilege, Paradise Birmingham. Balden & Son, farmingham, svlors 
re lg stor 

LONDON TYPeWRITER EXCHANGE, LTD Petn fo wit ding up, presented June 30, directed 

July 1s Gowing. Brixton hill, solorfo* the petners. Notice of appear 
reach the above named wot later than six o'clo kK in the aflernvon of July 17 

MATT Av RIVER FALLS SYNDICATR, Lrp (IN LiquipaTion)—Credi'ors are required 
for hovith to send their names aod addresses, and particulars of their claime,to Redo! ph 
I Marad 18, Eld st, liquidator 

Pr. W. T. SYNDICATE, LTD CIN LigurpaTion) —Creditors are required forthwith to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their claims, to Rodolph L. Maraden, 18, 
Elion st, 'iquidvtor 

QUEENSLAND EXPLoRATioN Co, Lp (iN L'QuIpATION)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 24, to send their nam-+s an! addresses, and the particulars of their claims, 
to C. Daniop Comric , Broad st pl, liquid etor 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Giizetterp—FRIVDAY, June 30, 


MATTAGAME RIVER FALLS SYNDLCAT., LTD. 
Ane rra TEA ¢ l 
AN iu i 
Lun N AND MALAY SYNbICATE, LI 
VM. SAPAKIS & ¢ 1 é 
EKN} VATTHEW Lp 
ei  Meror HAULAGE AND AgK Co, LtTp 
ILvot AND SOUTH Essex MUTUAL PLATE GLASS INSURANCE Co, Lrp 
Vicronuta InsrrruTe BUILpINGs Co, LTI 
FALMOUTH CoAL SuprLy, LTtv 
LONDON SALT Co, LTb 
CANADIAN AGRICULTURAL Moto! LTD 
LAKES WALLIS & Co, LTO ‘ 
Rio TamMBo, LTD 
| Ba r AFRICAN COTTON SYNDICATE, I 
NORTH TRANSVAAL SYNDICATE, L D 


QUEENSLAND CATTLE Co, LTb. 
ESPERANTA Co, LTD. 


DELYS, LI 

Herron Coat Co, Lrp 

GREAT KASTERN LoNpON Motor OMNIBUS Co, LTD 

INCORPORATED LIVERPOu. INSTITUTE OF COMPARATIVE PATHOLOGY 


COLLIN TAYLOR, Kine & Co, LTv 
London Gazette, —TUESDAY July 4. 


BRITISH BRONZE Co, Lrb. 

E. J. SPRINGETT, LTD. 

P. W. T. SYNDICATE, LTD 

AMAZ NIAN RUBBER SYNDICATE, LTD, 

Zinc Co poration, Ltp 

DINGWALL Moron AND Evaryeentna Co, Ltp 
COALINGA Bririse OL Co, Ltv, (Amalgamation) 
TRENT ART TILE Co, LtTp 

CHARLES Winer & Co, LTD 

MANK Bribes STtoprgeR WonKKS, LTD (Ke 
F. & EK. Davey, Ltp 

GERMAN LUXFER Pais SYNDICATE, LTD. 
RUSMAN M'INKE SELECTIONS, LTD 








nstruction) 





afcernoun of July 1) 
AUTOMOBILES DE LUX&, LrD—P tn for winding up, presented June 23, directed to be | 


heard July il Clifford & Co, Finsbury pym', solors for the petne Notice of avpeat 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July lu 

BRaDPORD FARMERS’ ASSOCIATION, LTD (IN VoLoNTary LI QUIDATION)—Creditors are 
reyuired, oa or before July 7, tosead their names aid ad iroases, and the particula:s 
of their debts or claims, to John Trewavas, 23, Cheapside, Bradford, liquidator 

BRITISH SOMALILAND FIBRE AND DEVELOPMENT Go, Ltp red tors are required, on or 
before Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the parciculars of their debts 
or clsims, tu Juha Gordon, 7, Bond pil, Leeds Cousins @& Fletcher, Leeds, sulurs for tle 
hquidator 





RAWLENSTALL INPUSTRIAL Co-oPBRATIVE SO0lRTY, LTD 
SUM SYNiI ATR, LTD 


INCA PPER SYNDICATE, LTD. 
NEW PREVERELL ROAD CAR Co, LTD 
HILO MANUPACTURING Co, LTD 
BURLINGTON Hovusk ScHooL, LTD 


KATLWAY APPLIANCES SYNDICATE, LTD, 
GRAVESEND SANITARY LAUNDRY, LTb. 
Bos ¥ Hore. Co, LTp 
J. B. WW. PYNDICATS, LT! 
KWAHU SyNvicaTs, LT 















July 8. tort, | 
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Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day ov Cram 


ett June 3 


Lord v Elliott, 


Faipay, 


Jaly 31 


nion Ga 


L 
th 


Ratea, Middlesirough, Engineer Eve, J Panoch 


Etciort 
Middlesbrough 





Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35 


Laer Dar or Cram, 


SAVILL, WALTER, Billiter st, Shipowner July 31 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 


SCURR, GEORGIANA CATHERINE, Kyton, Durham Aug 8 Ingledew & Fenwick, 
Newcastle upon Tyne . 
Seorr, SUSANNA, West Teignmouth July 29 J: rdan & Son, Teignmouth 


Snort, SAMOEL Joan, Lowick, Northumberland, Forester July 28 Carter, Cheapside 

Torpirr, Evrzaneriu, Loweswater, Cumberland July 26 Hayton & Co, Cockermouth 

rURNER, JAMES ALFRED, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Tarpaulm Manufacturer Aug 
Sutton & Co, Manchester 

WALKEK, JoserHn, Grange Ash, 
Dewsbury 

WALSH, Rev WILLIAM Percival, Oxford July 29 

WATSON, STEPHEN, Castle yard, Windsor Castle, 

Windsor 

JENNET MARION MADDOCKS, Chichester, 

bury circus 

WILLIAMS, FRANCES ANN, Handsworth. 

WILLIAMS, Racnuge., Wavertree, Liverpool 

Woop, ELLEN, Earl's Courtsq July 31 


Youna, Emtty, Ditton Hill,8urrey Aug 14 


ll 


nr Wakefield, Licensed Victualler Aug 5 Hughes, 


Franklin, Oxford 
Berks July 20 Phillips & Ford, 


WILD Sussex Aug 5 Deacon & Co, Fins- 


Birmingham Aus26 Quarrell, Worcester 
July 31 Bartley & Co, Liverpool 
Aldridge & Co, Bedford row 


Garrard & Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 








London Gazette.—FRrivay, June 30, London Gazette. —TURSDAY, July 4. 
AnpeTunot, ELLINOR, South st, Mayfair Aug5 Gasquet & Co, Mincing In ABLESON, MARY ANN, Uxbridge rd, Hampton Hill, Middlesex July 30 Haslip, 
ARMITAGE, THOMAS, Headingley, Lesds Augl Seott & Turnbull, Leeds Martin's In 
BAKKER, JouNn, Middleham, Yorks Aucl Maughan, Middleham Asn, Epwarp, Bridewater, Somerset, Boot Dealer July 25 Lovibond & Co, Bridgwater 
Beecn, WILLIAM Groner, Richmond rd, Bayswater July 31 Gold, Westbourne Park | peauiiev, MARY Evaenta, Cannes, France Augl Bischoff & Co, Great Winchester st 
villas, Bayswater BORTHWICK, HANNAH ELIZABETH, Burgh by Sands, Cumberland Aug il Halton & 
BENNETT, Groner, Doncaster Sept 1 Allen, Doncaster Hodgson, Carlisle 
BENTLEY, ELIZA GIRLING, Bournemouth Aug 30 Hubbard, Highbury New pk CALVERT, Hensert, Huddersfield Aug 11 Lesroyd & Co, Huddersfield 
BEVAN, CHARLES, Gayton rd, Harrow, Bank Clerk July 25 Holder & Wood, Cheap- CuarKk, WILLIAM MARSHALL, Monegra rd, Forest Gate, Essex, Carpenter Aug 12 
side Banks, Romford rd 
Brome, WILLIAM EpwARD SAXTON, Heavitree, ne Exeter Aug 14 Garrard & Co, Suf- | Count, JAMES PHILLIPS, Liverpool, Solicitor Aug15 Brabner & Court, Liverpool 
folk at, Pall Mail, Kast DAVIES, WILLIAM, Conway, Carnarvon Aug 18 Welch & Co, Pinners Hall, Austin 
CAMEnoN, THOMAS Oatbvy, Brighton Aug3 Cardens, Brighton Friars 
CARTweiautT, WILLIAM Mentone, France July 20 Dommett & Son, Gresham st DICKINSON, REGINALD, St George's Ang ll_ Baileys & Co, Berners st 
Coormn, Thomas, Coventry July 19 Harding & Barnett, Leicester Farrow, ALBERT Epwis, Oldham, Metal Merchant July 31 Holroyd, Oldham 
DAVies, EMMA Canterbury Aug 26 Mowll & Mowll, Canterbury Fow.er, Many Jane, Cheetham Hill, Manchester Aug 31 Diggles & Ogden, Man- 
DEVERELL, IRENE, South Norwood Hill July 31 Coward & Co, Mincing In chester 
Barr, ELLEN, Oldewinford, Worcester Angl Hinds, Stourbridge FULTON, JoserHtne, Sevenoaks, Kent Angi8 Hill & Co, Old Broad st 
EVANS, WILLtAM, Aberdare July 26 Thomas, Aberdare GRANT, MARTHA, Stonebridge pk, Willesden Augil Chadwick, Camomile st 
Fornes, Groner Wentworth, Brackley, Northampton July 31 Lawrance & Co, Old Hani, MARY, Newtown, Montgomery Augll Powell & Jarvis, Newtown 
Jewry chmbra HANDYSIDE,FRICHARD, Jarrow, Durham.JP Auzi5 Stobo & Livingston, Jarrow 
Frazer, JANK ELtza, Southsea July 21) Pink, Portamouth JopIN, MARIE SUSANNE, Saconnex, Geneva, Switzerland, Lady's Companion Aug 5 
GRAHAM, KOMUND EBLEAYMIRE, Antwerp Ang i Taylor, Lincoln's inn fields Edmundson & Gowland, Bedale, Yorks 
GWILLIAM, MARY Alice, Leigh, Lancaster July 25 Baron, Wigan Jounson, Grorok FRANCIS, Holland Park av, Kensington, Caterer Aug 9 Ashelford, 
HANCOCK, GRoORGE, Steeple Ashton, Wilts, Mason July 14 Mann & Co, Trowbridge Fordhook av, Ealing 
HARMAN, JOHN, Canonbury rd July 17 Wood & Sons, EKasteheap Jounson, SARAH ANN, Compton ter, Islington Aug 10 Lovell & Co, Gray's inn sq 
Hear, Bexsawin, JP, Weston super Mare July 20 Smith & Sons, Westonsuper Jounstox, HENRY HARDCASTLE, Weston super Mare, Accountant July 31 Ford, 
Mare Weston super Mare 
HyLAND, Ros#*, Rusholm lanes Ang 7 Tucker & Co, Manchester Jones, WILLIAM, Birkdale, Lancs. JP Aug 1l Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury sy 
KKAR, SUSANNAM MARY, Hornsey Rise, Middlesex July 30 Pumfrey & Son, Pater LAMPHIER, ELIZABETH, Manchester Aug4 Jackson & Co, Rochdale 
roster row McCowAN, WILLIAM, Queen's gt Augil Dennis & Co. Lincoln's inn flelds 
Lee, (ikornak WILLIAM, Alston, Cumberland, Grocer July 31 Chater & Atkinson, | MacLeop, NEIL, Shaftesbury rd, Kavenscourt Park, Middlesex July 2) Lee & 
Alston Pembertons, Lincoln's inn fields 
LINDEMAN, MARY FLoneNcE JANKE, Knatchbull rd, Camberwell Aug 1 Bryson & MiLLs, ELIZABETH, Coventry Aug8 Rotherham, Coventry 
Wells, Lawre! ce In Monn THOMAS ROWLEY, Welshpool, Montgomery hes 11 Powell & Jarvis, New- 
McManus, LRoNARD STRONG, Spencer Park, Wandsworth July 29 Marriott & Pyke town 
Lavender hill O'CONNELL, MARGARET, Keighley Aug8 Dewhirst, Keighley 
Moroan, Wititam, Wick, Glam July 31 Randall & Co, Bridgend OGDEN, ANN, Royton, Lancaster July 31 Holroyd, Oldham 
Morr, Mownnay WALTER, Brooks st July 12 Frere & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds PICKERSGILL, SIMON, Knaresborough, Farmer July 20 Edmundson & Gowland, Ripon 
MoRTIMER, SAMURL, Shipley, York July 31 Hammond, Bradford Porrer, Lypia, Mickleover, Derby Aug7 Briges, Derby 
NicHouson, KEowarp Josern, Bath AugS Longland, Warrington SAVAGE, FREDERICK, Adderbury, Oxford, Saddler July 12 Thomas, Port Talbot 
NoELLK, EMMA, Hanley rd, Crouch Hill Aug 12 Rehder & Higgs, Mincing In SKEETER, HELEN GERTRUDE LEILA, Hemnall ter, Epping August 16 Mead & Co, King’s 
PARKER, WILLIAM Maranis, Lincoln Jaly 15 Bourne & Co, Lincoln Bench walk, Temple 
PARSONS, HERBERT, Klafield, Oxford July 20 Franklin. Oxford SMITH, WILLIAM Henry, Kidderminster, Farmer Aug8 Talbot, Kidderminster 
PRAKRSON, SARAH, Bengeo, Hertford Augl9 Sworder & Longmore, Hertford STEPHENSON, HUGH LANGDALK, Shell rd, Lewisham'Aug 21 Ball & Redfern, Gray's inn pl 
PoLLARD, JASE PHorr®, Reading Augl Witherington, Reading WAYMOUTH, SILAS, Kidbrook Park rd, Blackheath Aug 8 Taylor & Co, Bedford row 
Pynan, ALBERT, New Wortley, Leeds Aug! Scott & Turnbull, Leeds WERTHEIMER, CHARLE#, Norfolk st, Parkin Aug il Bircham & Co, Parliament st 
RaWLinos, WILLIAM HeNRY FrepeRicKk, Twickenham July 24 Ockerby & Everington, | WHITAKER, GEORGE, Streatham park, Surrey, Military Tailor Septl W H&AG 
Queen Victoriat at Herbert, Cork st, Burlington gardens 
ROBERTSON, JouN WILLIAM Boyd, Stanstead rd, Forest Hill Augl Dunderdale & Co, | Warre.ey, Evtza ALice, Halifax Augi Boocock & Son, Halifax 
London wall YERRELL, JoB, King’s Norton, Worcester, Shoemaker Aug 19 Rigbey, Birmingham 
Gitt, Groner Stave, Bradford, Herbalist Bradford Pet | Parxis, Geoncr, West Hallam, Derby, Farmer Derb, 
June 26 Ord June 26 | Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Bankruptcy Notices. Garoax, Witiiam, Tamworth Birmingham Pet June 20 | Porrer, Josera, Dudley, Worcester, Bricklayer Dudley 
Ord June 27 Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
London Gazette.—Fuaway, June 30 Hamuownp, Gronae Coox, Seaford, Sussex, Tobacconist | Prosser, Geonar Stexsox, Newport, Mon, Builder New- 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Lewes Pet June 23 Ord June 28 port, Mon Pet June 2l Ord June 21 
Hour, Firorence, Attercliffe, Shefeld Sheffield Pet | Prowie, Wittram, Aberdare, Greengrocer Aberdare Pet 


Axparws, Davin, Baleall Heath, Worcester, Grocer June 26 Ord June 26 





June 27 Ord June 27 


Birmingham Pet Juve 28) Ord June 28 James, Acoent, Holmes,nr Rotherham, Beerhouse Keeper | Ricuarpsox, Witt1am Hopaesosx, Bootle, Cumberland, 
Banner, Witttam Heway, Shettield, Insurance Surveyor Shetiield Pet June 26 Ord June 26 Farmer Whitehaven Pet June 14 Ord June &7 

Sheffield Pet June 27 Ord Jane 27 Janvin, Witttam Henny, Saltney, Grocer Chester Pet | Ross, Brxsamuix, Bramley, Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
Barros, Reatwato, A P, Leinster gdos, Lancaster Gate June 26 Ord June 26 | Leeds Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

High Court Pet May 24 Ord June 27 Jexktws, Eowaap Wittiam, Southsea, Hants, Fancy Goods | Sizptz, Cuaaies Farpraicx, Swansea, Photographer 
Beamisn, KR O H, Great Chapel st High Court Pet May Seller Portemouth Pet June 27 Ord June 27 Swansea Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

6 Ord June 27 | Jourey, Faspeaicx Tuomas, Northampton, Tailor North- | Simons, Morais, Cardiff, Furniture Dealer Cardiff Pet 
Baapnuny, Jonus Isaac, Norwich, Plumber Norwich Pet | ampton Pet June 28 O:d June 28 June 27 Ord June 27 

June 26 Ord June 26 Lucas, B Parance, Arlington rd, Regent's Park, Music | Srarea, Taowas Hovpvcaort, Oldbury, Worcester, Coal 
Baasien, Faroenick Haany, Hastings, Financial Agent Hall Proprietor High Court Pet May 10 Ord Dealer West Bromwich Pet June 26 Ord June 28 

Hastings Pet May 11 Ord June 26 June 28 Stzwarp, Epwarp Haagpixe, Brighton Brighton Pet 
Baioos, Joux, Manningham, Bradford, Joiner Bradford | Lusroaatrey, Anranam, Turner st, Commercial rd, Whole- April 27 Ord June 12 

Pet June 28 Ord June 28 sale Confectioner High Court Pet June 13 Ord | Srvart, Cuances, Barking rd, Plaistow, Tailor High 
Braowy, Braxanp Watrer, Crookes, Sheffield, Clerk June 23 Court Pet June 26 Ord June 26 


Sheffield Pet June 28 Ord June 28 


Burenes, A M, Paternoster row, Literary Agent High High Court 
Court Pet May 31 Ord June 27 McCoxrwnatt, Davin, 

Canrenten, WitttAm Rosebery av, Islington High Pet May 26 Ord June 
Court Pet May4 Ord June 27 

Crow, Josnva, Ansdell, Lancaster, 8pinner Huddersfield Sheffield Pet June 27 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Dagnec., Witttam Heway, Bilston, Staffa, Iron and Steel June 28 Ord June 28 
Worker Stourbridge Pet Mar 28 Ord April 12 Moyreriones, Louis 

Dor.e, Peres, Lower Broughton, Salford, Coal Merchant High Court Pet May 
Salford Pet June 27 Ord June 27 Morais, Bexsamwix, Weyme 

Dainkwarer, Eaxest Hanoiy, Westminster Bridge rd | May? Ord June 28 
High Court’ Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Bort, apeer Je ds ae eer Pet June 28 Ord June 

. Pet May ay'+ By _, wthport Liverpect Narracorr, Wiictam, Chel 

Faayctms, Thomas Cuantes, Stoke on Trent, Electrical mgt tee = L 
Eugineer Stoke upon Trent Pet June 28 Ord June 28 June 28 Ord June 28 





Groner, Warren, Fleetwood, 
High Court Pet June 27 


Lancs, Theatrical Manager 


Ord June 27 High Court Pet Feb! 


Lrows, Natuayiet Lawrence, West End In, West Hamp- 
Pet Mar 31 
Oxford, Horse Dealer 
Macaty, Tuomas, jun, Woodlands, nr Doncaster, Miner 
Marks, Jacon, Cheetham, Lancs, Tailor Manchester Pet 


Purtorre, 


Morais, Lawis James, Nottingham, Saddler Nottingham 


Nasu, Wittiam, Chalgrave, Bedford, Farmer Luton Pet | 


Ospons, Henny, Charing Cross rd, Turf Commission Agent 


Surer, Janez, Scarborough, Hotel Boots Scarborough 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Taomas, Wict1am, Bridgend, Boot Dealer Cardiff Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

Tuory, Cnantes Tuomas, Inworth, Essex, Brewer Chelms- 
ford Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Treasey, Wiiriam, St George's ct, Gloucester rd, Kensing- 
ton High Court Pet May 19 Ord June 26 

Toos, Joszru, Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester, Fishmonget 
Burton on Trent Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Tucker, James, Chorlton upon Medlock, Model Maker 
Manchester Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Wacxixorox, Georar Wits, Bridlington, Fish Dealer 
Scarborough Pet June 27 ‘Ord June 27 

Warsow, Jane Axx, Josern Warsow, and Atraso Tom 
Warsow, Carleton, Cumberland, Farmers Carlisle 
Pet June24 Ord June 24 

Wiisow, Argtaur, Heaton Chapel, Lancs, Fancy Drapet 
Stockport Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


Ord June 28 
High Court 
238 


Ord June 27 


Coburg pl, Hyde Park 


18 Ord June 28 
mith, Draper High Court 





Pet 


28 
ston, 
» 26 


Torquay, Builder Exeter 


| 
} 
| 
| 


0 Ord June 28 











East 


slip, 
water 
ter st 
Ou & 
ig 12 


1 
Justin 


Man- 


Aug 5 


Hford, 


i 
Ford 


Lee & 


New- 


Ripon 
King's 


inn pl 
rd row 
st 

&AG 
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Derb. 
Dudley 
New- 
re Pet 
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iff Pet 
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une 28 
n Pet 
High 
rough 
iff Pet 
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Dealer 


iu Tom 
Carlisle 


Draper 
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Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 20: 


Joves, Witt1am Groror, Great College st, Camden Town, 
Grocer Brentford Pet May 23 Urd June 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


A.tey, James Acraxp, Reading, Newsagent July 15 at 12 
Queen's Hotel, Reading 

Baxros, Reaisaty A P, Leinster gdns, Lancaster gate 
July 13 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Beanisu, RO H, Great Cnapel st July 15 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Beantanv, Wittiam James, Great Grimsby, Journeyman 
Upholsterer July 8at11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, 
Great Grimeby 

Beveacey, Samvuet, Salford, Lancs, Motor Engineer 
July 8at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

gicos, Joux, Manningham, Bradford, Joiner July 11 at 

il Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Bursoure, A M, Paternoster row, Literary Agent July 11 
atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Canrentex, Wittiam, Roseberry av, Islington July 13 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dagnett, WitwiAm Hesay, Bilston, Stafford, Iron and 
Steel Worker July 10 at 12 Off Ree, 1, Priory st, 
Dudley 

Daixkwarer, Eanwgst Haroip, Westminster Bridge rd 
July 11 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Exsurr, Jous Tuomas, Stapephill, Derby, Nurseryman 
July 10 at 11.30 Off Ree, 5, Victoria bidgs, London rd, 
Derby 

Faar, Jony, New Brighton, Chester, Football Club 
Director July 11 at 11 O#f Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 


Faaxce, Sara, Kenyon, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler | 


July 8at1l Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Leeds 

Water, Gronos, Fleetwood, Lancs, Theatsical Manager 
July 12at11 Bankraptey bidgs, Carey st 

Git, Gaoner Brave, Bradford, Herbalist July 8 at 11 
Off Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Jo.cey, Faapesick Taomas, Northampton, Tailor July 11 
atll Off Ree, The Parade, Northampton 

Kixosmity, Jousx, Brabourne, Kent farmer July 10 at 
11.15 Off Ree, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 


Lustaawten, Apaauam, Turner st, Commercial rd, Whole- | 


sale Confecuoner July 17 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Lyons, Natwaniet Lawrence, West End In, West Hamp 
stead July IS at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

McKecayix, A E, Colville ter, Bayswater, Merchant 
July 17 at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Meson, Atvarp, Woodford Green, Essex July 12 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Mowrerions, Louis Putirer, Coburg pl, Hyde Park | 


July 17 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Moroas, Res, Lantwit Major,Glam, lronmonger July 10 
at 2.30 Room 76, Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Morais, Bexsamin, Weymouth, Draper July 17 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Nawrow, Eanest, Morley, Yorks, Painter July 10 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Onort, Eveazen, Plymouth, Furniture Dealer July 10 at 
12 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Ossonx, Henry, Boundary rd, 8t John's Wood, Turf Com- 

mission Agent July 18 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 

Carey st 

Puiturs, Davin Henry, Pontycymmer, Glam, Draper's 

Assistant July 12at3 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Prosser, Grones Stensox, Newport, Mon, Builder July 
8atill Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Quaamey, Archur, Huddersfield, York, Laundryman July 
10 at 2.15 Law Society's Room, Imperial arcade, New 
st, Huddersfield 


Ross, Bessamis, Bramley, Leeds, Licensed Victualler | 


July l0at3 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
Rovem, Wittiam James, Deal, Kent, Tobacco Dealer 
July 10 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Srarnens, Wittiam Tuomas, Lianelly, Confectioner July 
11 at 11.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen ; 
Srewanp, Eowarv Haroise, Brighton July 8 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 


Sruant, Cuanues, Barking rd, Plaistow, Tailor July 12 | 


at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Taorx, Cuantes Tuomas, Inworth, Essex, Brewer July 10 } 
a 


t 12 14, Bedford row 


Tisawey, Wittiam, 8t George's ct, Gloucester rd, 8 Ken- | 


sington July 12at11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 
Toawsuct, Rorert Fenwick, Blackpool, Draper July 10 
atil Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 





Waxsa, Joux Tuomas, Swansea, Shipbroker July 5 at 11 
Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

Warsox, Jane Ann, Joszrn Watsox, and Atrarp 
Tom Warsox, Birklands, nr Carleton, Cumberland, 
Farmers July t7 at 4 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Wairtixa, Tuomas, East Challow, pr Wantage, Berks July 
Watl2 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 


ADJU DICATIONS. 


Axprrsoy, Heanesr Wituam, Christchurch rd, Brixton 
hill High Court Pet April 11 Ord June 27 

Arprows, Auruun, Ashford, Middlesex Surveyor High 
Pet May 15 Ord June 27 

Bagvar, Wittiam Heway, Sheffield, [osurance Surveyor 
Bhetfield Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Beastay, Heoisy Rovert, Bedford Court mans, Becford 
« High Court Pet Oct 1s Ond June 27 

Boyp, Eowaxp Browwniou, Iford, Essex, Clerk High 
Court Pet Janis Ord Jone 27 

Brapeury, Joun Isaac, Norwich, Plamber Norwich Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

Baows, Baxrnanvy Wacrtxa, Crookes, Sheflicld Sheffield 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Cuapmay, Stoney Huwanp, Liverpool 1d, Highbury, Coach 
Builder High Court Pet June 2 Ord June 27 

Craruam, Frapenick Georce, Farnham, Suney, Chemist 
Guildford Pet June 9 Ord June 27 

Connex, Hanes, Clark st, Ratcliff, Tailor High Court 
Pet May 30 Ord June 27 

Caow, Josuva, Lyde, Ansdell, Lancs, Spinner Hudders 
field Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Danks, Cuarntes Epwanv, Fairfield rd, Crouch End, 
Produce Agent High Court Pet June 2 Ord June 26 

Dargeatt, Wittiam Hawny, Bilston, Stafford, Iron and 
Steel Worker Stourbridge Pet Mar2s Ord June 26 

Davis, Moses, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn, Builder High 
Court Pet Feb 10 Ord June 26 

Dovus, Peres, Lower Broughton, Salford, Coal Merchant 
Salford PetJune 27 Ord June 27 

Damsxwater, Exnest Hanotv, Westminster Bridge 1d 
High Court Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Francis, Tuomas Cuantes, Stoke on Trent, Electrical 

| Eogineer Stoke upon Treat Pet June 2s Ord June vs 

| Gronar, Water, Fleetwood, Lanca, Theatrical Manager 
High Court Pet June 27) Ord June 27 

Git, Groner Stave, Bradtord, Herbalist Bradford Pet 
June 26 Ord June v6 

Hamuonp, Gerona Coon, Seaford, Sussex, Tobacconist 
Lewes Pet June 23) OrdJune 28 

Houmes, Anraurx Lina, Upper at, Islington, Stationer 
High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 21 

Hout, Fronence, Attercliffe, Shettield Shetlield Pet June 
26 Ord June 26 

| Howick, Farpraicx, Churchfield 1d, Acton, Confectioner 
Brentford Pet May 22 Ord June 26 

Inonsipe-Bax, Pearce Bonunam, Bournemouth Poole 
Pet May lt Ord June 26 

Jaurs, Atzart, Holmes, nr Kotherham, Beerhouse Keeper 
Shettield Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

| Janvis, Wittiam Henry, Saltney, Flint, (icocer Chester 
Pet June 26 Ord,June 26 

Jenkins, Evwarp Wittiam, Southsea, Hants, Fancy Goods 
Seller Portsmouth Pet June 27 Ord June #6 

Jouvery, Fuepeaicx Tuomas, Northampton, Tailor North- 
ampton Pet June2s Ord June 28 

Leincer, Lionet, Windsor ter, City rd, Furrier High 
Court Pet May 20 Ord June 21 

Macuix, Taomas, jun, Woodlands, nr Doncaster, Miner 
Shetlield Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Marks, Jacos, Manchester, Tailor Manchester Pet 
June 28 Ord June 28 

Mavunriog, AtBert Jara, Dorking, Surrey, Dentist Croy- 
don Pet Junei Ord June v6 

Mosoan, Rezs, Liantwit Major, Glam, Ironmonger Car- 
diff Pet June8 Ord June 27 

Morxis, Lewis James, Nottingham, Saddler Nottingham 
Pet June 23 Ord Jane 23 

Nanagacott, WiLi1aM, Chelston, Torquay, Builder Exeter 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Nasu, Wittiam, Chalgrave, Bedford, Farmer Luton Pet 
June 28 Ord June 28 

PARKIN, GEORGR, West Hallam, Derby, Farmer Derby 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

| Potter, JOSEPH, Dudley, Worcester, Bricklayer Dudley 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

PROSSER, GEORGE STENSON, Newport, Mon, Builder 
Newport, Mon, Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

PROWLE, WILLIAM, Aberdare, Greengrocer 

i Pet June 27 Urd June 27 


—————— 


Aberdare 


Quick, T, Edridge rd, Croydon, Lizensed Victualler Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet May6 Ord June &s 

Ross, BENJAMIN, Bramley, Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
Leeds Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

SIEDLE, CHARLES FREDERICK, Swantea, Photograp' er 
Swansea Pet June 2s Ord June 26 

SiMONS, Morris, Cardiff, Furniture Dealer Cardiff Pet 
June 27 Ord June “7 

SLATER, THOMAS HoLpckort, Oldbury, Worcester, Coal 
Dealer West Bromwich Pet June v8 Ord June Ys 

STUART, CHARLES, Barking rd, Plaistow, Tailor High 
Court Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

SBUTER, JABEZ, Scarborough, Hotel Boots Scarborough 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

THOMAS, WILLIAM, Bridgend, Boot Dealer Cardiff Pet 
Juve 26 Ord June 25 

PuokN, CHARLES TuHomMAS, Inworth, Fss-x, Brewer 
Chelmsford Pet June 27) Ord June 27 

Poon, Joseru, Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester, Fishmorger 
Burton on Trent Pet July 26 Ord Jane 26 

ruckkr, JAMES, Manchester, Wax Model Maker Man 
chester Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

TURNBULL, ROBERT FENWICK, Blackpool, Draper Preston 
Pet May 29 Ord June 28 

WALKINGTON, GEORGE WILLIAM, Bridlington, Fish Dealer 
Scarborough Pet June 27 Ord June *7 

WATSON, JANE ANN, Joseph WATSON, and ALFRED ToM 
WATSON, Carleton, Cumberland, Farmers  Carliste 
Pet June24 Ord June 24 

WHITWELL, EDWARD LEATHAM, Crift, Durham, Comy any 
Director Stockton on Tees Vet May 27) Ord June ot 

WILSON, ARTHUR, Btockport, Cheshire, Fancy Draper 
Stockport Pet June z7 Ora June 27 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED 


Cross, Jonn Ashny, Westgate rd, Neweastle upon 
Tyne, Hosier Newcastle upon Tyne Adjud Oct 2 
Inv?) Annul June 15, lil 


London Gazette Pursvay, July 4 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


ALBERRY. ALBERT EDWARD, Stanfree, nr Chesterfeld, 
Derby, Miner Chesterfleld Pet Junel6é Ord June 30 

ALEXANDER, JAMES, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tron Merchant 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet June 24 Ord Jure %s 

ALLAN, JOUN KOBERT, Stockton on Tees, Fitter Stockton 
on Tees Pet June 29 Ord June wy 

BATES, ALBERT, Lindley, Hudderstield, Buildir Hudders 
field Pet July1 Ord July 1 

BROWN, WILLIAM, Sandwich, Kent, Grazier Canterbury 
Pet June so Ord June 30 

CHALLENGER, GKOKGK CHARLES, Manchester, Piano 
Manufacturer Manchester Pet Juve19 Ord June 30 

CRAIG, ALEXANDER EpWIN, West Didsbury, Manchester, 
Calico Printer’s Salesman Manchester Pet June 2 
Ord June 29 

DuckWorTH, JOHN GUEST, Middlesbrough, Clerk of 
Works Middlesbrough Pet June 30) Ord June 30 

EVANS, GEORGE, Nelson, Glam, Butcher Pontypridd 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Garbutrr, JouN THomas, Leeds, Photographic Dealer 
Leeds Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

GOTTLIEB, SELIGMAN, Baliour rd, Highbury Park, Vaker 
High Court Pet June 29 Ord June 2v 

GRAHAM, HERBERT, Ilkley, York, Estate Agent Leeds 
Pet June 50 Ord June 30 

Guirvitns, RES, Lianelly, Builder Carmarthen Pet 
June 38) Ord June 30 

HEATHER, FRANK JAMES PALMER, Milton, Stafford, Actor 
Hanley PetJuly it Ord July 1 

HINCHLIFFE, WILLIAM, Westborough, Dewsbury, Aerated 
Water Mannfacturer Dewsbury Pet June 30 Crd 
dune 30 

JEssor, MATHEW JOHN, Hatton gdn, Silversmith High 
Court Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Jonks, Joun Lioyp, Conway, Carnarvon, Commission 
Agent Bangor Pet June 16 Pet June 30 

LIN Dov, CUTHBERT FENTON, Aintree, Liverpool, Electrician 
Liverpool Pet June 28 Ord June 20 

MABEY, HENRY GEORGE, SOuth Stoneham, Southampton, 
Market Gardentr Southampton Pet June 2 Ord 
June 29 

MALLABY, Joserpn CLOovaN, Thornaby on Tees, York 
Girocer Stockton on Tees Pet June 28 Ord June 2s 

MATTHEWS, FANNY, Eastbourne Lewes Pet June 29 
Ord June 29 

MERRICK, ALFRED, Worcester, Grocer Worcester Pet 
July 1 Ord July 1 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 





MoOooRGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED in 1880. 


SrRAaT, LONDON, 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ang supervision of the Corporation. 


X | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


@a application. 
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MICHARL, WILLIAM THomMAS, Southend rd, Hawpstead, | Hammond, Grorcr Cook, Seaford, Sussex, 
Flor.st High Court Pet July 1 Ord July 1 July 12 at WT Rec, 17A 
PARKIN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Swansea, News Vendor | Hott, FLoxence, sheftiv-id Furvisher July 
Swaneen Pet June 30 (rd June Kec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Porrer, WititamM JAMES, Crawley, Sus ex, Dairyman | Howick, Frepertck, Churchfleld rd, Acton, Confectioner 
Hrighton Pet Juiy 1 Ord July li July 13 atl 14. Bedford row 
RAYNER, CHARLES, Bolt Lancs, Baker Bolton Pet | JAwes, ALBERT, Holmes, nr Rotherham, Beerhouse Keeper 
June 20 Ord Ju ) July lz ati Off Rec, Figtres In, Sheiticeid 
Rees, DAVID, Aberdare, Coal Miner Aberdare Pet June %0 TARVIS, WILLIAW HENRY, Saltney, Flint, Groce 
Ord Ji ne at i2 (Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Cheser 
ROWLINSOD ALBERT, Stalybridge, Grocer Ashton under | JENKINS, Rowin WILLIAM, “outhsea, Han 
Lyne Pet Jun Ord June 30 eller July li at 3 Off hec, Cambridg 
RUSSELL, CHARLES, Kastbourne, Greengrocer Ea-thourne st, Portam: uth 
Pet June #0) rd June 3) JEssor, MATHEW JouN, Hatton gdn, Silversmith 
SENIO Mason, Low Worley, Leeds, Coal Merchont at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Levds Pet June 28 Ord June 28 Laweock, WILLIAM, Rotherham, Bcot Maker 
IDEBOTTOM, Harky Hastines, Manchester, Produce 12.50 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Iiroker Manchester Pet June Ord June »0 Lucas, B Pearce, Arlington rd, Regent's Park 
SMITH, ALBERT WILLIAM, Liverpool, Certified Accountant Proprietor July 18 at 1) Bankruptcy bid 
Liverpool Pet June i6 Ord Jane 20 M SNELL, DAVID. Koightsbridge, Horse Dealer 
SMITH, TOM AARON, 8S uthampton, Bricklayer Southamp atlz Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
tun Pet June 20 Ord June 2 MAbgEY, HENRY GeonGR, South Stoneham, Southampton 
Sy¥MCOX, WILLIAM EDWIN, Bro ton, nr Stafford, Farmer Market Gardener July 12 at 11. 
Stafford Pet June 30 Ord June 30 Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 
THOMAS, FREDERICK ERNEST, Forestfach, nr Swansea MACHIN, ‘THOMAS in, Woodlands nr Done ster, Miner 
Ineaurance Agent Swansea Pet July 1 Ord July uly 18 atlz Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
VIVIAN. MARGARET CoRnpeLIA, Saitland Park rd High WARK Tacos, Cheetham, Manchester, Tatlor 


Court I’et May 3 Ord June 2 ; 
MATTiIF 


VORZARGER, Victor, Philpot st, Whitechapel, Musician FANNY, Eastbourn 
High Court Pet May %) Ord Jane 30 2a, Marlborough pl, Brigt 

WiBB, ARTHUR STUART, Pentrehach, Merthyr Tydtl MERRICK, ALFRED, Worcester 
Mason's Labourer Merthyr Tydfil Pet June 2 Ord Of Kee, 11, Copenhagen st 
June °9 MICHARI 


WILLIAMS, BT Monrer, Cumberland pk, Acton Brentford 
Pet June Ord June 2 

WILSON, MABEL EDEN, Scarborough, 
borou_h Pet April 28 Ord June 28 


bidgs, Carey st 


Off Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park 
NARRACOTT, WILLIAM, Chelst« 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the iatiz Off Rec, 9, Bedfor 


London Gazette of April 21; PorTreti 


ORD »N B T Saye Ches ! mer 
Ford, SYDNEY HERBEI Alsager, hester, ar PROWLE, WILLIAM, Aberdare 
Ord Apri: i 


cclestiel , \ + : : : , 
Macclestield Pet Mar 11.15 Off Ree, St Catherine's st, Pontypridd 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the RICHARDSON, WILLIsM Hopa on, Boorle 
London Gazette of June Farmer July 1S atll Court House, Whit 
” we ay mtle eet ni t ‘ 
JENKINS, EDWIN WILLIAM, Southsea, Hants, Fancy Goods “ eae : A Aset/ - - > al Mer 
‘ ‘ Belle -ortamoutl et J » 2 i Ore “ : ~~ ig eae 
hy ie Beller Por nouth Pet June rd |g, ATER, THOMAS HoLtckort, Oldbury, Worcester, Coal 
’ ‘ Dea'er July 12 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 


FIRST MEETINGS 
ALEXANDER, JAMES, Newcastle upon Tyne 


oretion st, Birmingham 
Tron Merchant 


July i4at it Off Kee, 30, Mosley st, Newea-tle upon li Off Ree, Midland Bank chmbrs 
Tyne hampto 
ANprews, Davip, Balsall Health, Worcester, Grocer SUTER, JABEZ, Scarboronch, I 
Juty 13 at ii Kuskin chmbra, 101, Corporation st, Of Rec, 48, Westh rough 
Birmingham Poon, sernu, Ashby de la Zo 
ASHWELL, AKTHU! LINDLEY, Nottingham, Ffolicitor July t2 atilso Off Re« 
Jily 12 at 11 Off Ke 4, Castle pl, Park st, Not rd, Derby 
tingham rUCKER, JAMES, Choriton up 
BARBER! WILLIAM HENRY, Sheffield, Insuran Sur Wax Figure Maker July I 
veyor July tz atl Off Rev, Figtree In, sheflield chester 
' cl P ' 
BRADHURY J nts ISAA Norwich, Plumber July 12 at TURNER, JOSEPI THOMAS. Str 
Inc0 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 12 at 11 Of | 
Peazien, Freperick HARRY, Hastiogs, Financial Agent : 7 
July 12 at Off Rec, 1A, Marlborough pl, Brighton | VIVIAN, MARGAREI 
BROWN R, Sheffield, Clerk tu Inspecting lzat 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


BERNARD WALII 
Engineers July 
Shefleld 


Figtree In, | VORZANGER, VI j 


July 13 atl 


at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Bankropt y b 


CRAIG, ALEXANDER Epwin, West Didsbury. Manchester, | Warkinerox, Grornar WILLIAM Bridlington 
Calico Printer’s 8 + an July iz at 3.50 Off Rec, July 14 at 4.15 Off Rec - 
Byrom «at, Man e borough : 

a) 7 » owe trouchto Sal 4 es, Cos > 
I 7_ : — . - r ' _-_e . pom Lag A —~ Wenp, ARTHUR STUART, Pentrebach, 
oy , ae ’ ’ Masons Labourer Ju'y 16 at 12 Of Ree, 


Court, Town Hall, Merthyr 





Spinster Scar Morris, Lewis JAMES, Nottingham, Saddler 





July 8, tort. 
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Marlborough pl, Brighton | 


Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Jnly (2 at 3.30 


iton 
, Grocer 
, Woreester 


WILLIAM THOMAS, Southend rd, Hampstead, 
Florist and Greengrocer July 19 at 1 


Greenzrocer 


SuitH, Tom AARON, Southampton, Bricklayer 
High sr, 


Iote! Boots July 


~carborough 
u 


on Medlock, 
2 atz.30 Off 


wry, Kent, Farmer 
GsA, Castle st, Canter bury 
CORDELIA, Mait'and Park 


Carey st 


Philpot st, W hitechape', 


ldgs, Carey st 


Tydfil 


muh July 14 at 4.30 


Harvard rd, 
er 


RA , OR if, Nelson, Glam, Butcher July 14 at 10.30 
Of Rec, St Catherine chmbrs, 8t Cathe: ine st, Ponty W ILSOR, MABEL EDEN, Secarbor 
pridd Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 
FRANCIS, THOMAS CHARLES, Stoke on Trent, Electrical | WRAGG. MATTHEW WILLIAM, 
Engimcer July 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, New Mid llesex, Magnetic Heal 
castle, staffs ford row 


GoTTLIEB, BELIGMAN, Balfour rd, Highbury Park, Baker 
July 19 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GRAHAM, HERBERT, Ilkley, York, Estate Agent 
at 3.0 af Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Grivrirus, Rees, Lianelly, Builder July 12 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 4, Queen st, “armarthen 

GRoAK, WILLIAM, Tamworth, Licensed Victualler Jnly 
12atl2 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming 
ham Pet May 3) Ord June 29 


July 12 London Gazette 
LAWTON, ER Nest, Morley, York 
Of Ree, Uank Chmbrs, Cor 


Amended Notice substitated for that published in the 


of June ™) : 


8, Decorator July 10 at 11 

poration st, Dewsbury 
ADJUDICATIONS 

ALFRED, REUBEN, Jamaica st, Whitechapel 


Fancy Goods 


Off Rec, Midland 


July 12 at 


July 1 
st, Nottingham 
n, torquay, Builder 
! circus, Exeter 
Joseru, Dudley, Wore ster, Bricklayer 
12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dad) y 


Cumber’and 


h, | elcester, Fi-hmonger 
5, Victoria blegs, 


Manchest 


48, Westborough, Scar 


Merthyr 


July 14 at 12 





202nd Year of the Office. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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FIRE DAM 








WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 











DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 
Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


AGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
=| EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
including ACCIDENTS TO BURGLARY, 
PLATE GLASS, 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


ALLAN, JOHN ROBERT, Stockton «n Tees, Fitter Stockton 
on Tes Pet June °9 Ord June 29 

ANDKEWS, Davip, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Grocer 
Birmingham Pet June 28 Ord June vo 

BATES, ALBERT, Lindley, Huddersfield, Builder 
fleld Pet July 1 Ord July 1 


Hudders- 


| BRASIER, FREDERICK HARRY, Hastings, Financial Agent 


Hastings Pet Maylt Ord June 30 


| BRowN, WILLIAM, Sandwich, Kent, Gsazier Canterbury 


| GROAK, WILLIAM, Tamworth 


| SENIOR, 


Pet June 30 Ord June wo 

CHALLENGER, GRORGE CHARLES, Manchester, Pian » Manu 
facterer Manchester Tet June ly Ord Juyl 

Craig, ALEXANDER EpWIty, West Didsbury, Manchester 
Calico Printer's Salesman Manchester Pet June 29 
Ord June 29 

CRONBACH, ROBERT, Great Winchest-r st, Finance 
Mroker High Court Pet May 22 Ord June :s 

Duck WoRTH, JOHN GUEST, Middlesborough, Clerk of Works 
Middlesbrough Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

EVANS, GEORGE, Nelson, Glam, Lutcher 
Pet June 20 Ord June 29 

Gakpburr, Joun Tuomas, Leeds, Phot graphic Dealer 
Leeds Pet June 3v Ord June 30 

GRAHAM, Hersert, Ikley, York, Estate Agent 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Grirrirus, ReEES, Lianelly, 
Juse 30 Ord June 3u 


Pontypridd 


Leeds 

tuikler Carmarthen Pet 

Birmingham Pet June 20 
Ord June 29 

HEATHCOTE ARTHUR SAMUEL UNWIN, Lloyds 
Pet April5 Ord June % 

HEATHER, FRANK JAMES PALMER, Milton, Stafford, Actor 
Hanley Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

HINCHLIFFE, WILLIAM, Westborough, Dewsbury, Yorks, 
Aerated Water Manufacturer Dewsbury Pet June 
89 O.d June 30 

HOLDER, ALFRED 
Licensed Victualler 
June 29 

Hunt, Henry JAMES, Romsey, Hants, Trainer High 
Court Pet Mar 22 Ord June 30 

JESS Pp, MATHEW JonN, Hatton gdn, Silversmith High 
Court Pt July | Ord July 1 

MABKY, HENRY GRoRGE, South Stoneham, Southampton, 
Marke. Gardener Scuthampton Pet June 29 Ond 
June 

MALLABY, JosEPH CLOUGH, Thornaby on Tees, York, 
Grocer Stockton on Tecs Pet Jnne 28 Ord June :8 

MATTHEWS, FANNY, Eastbourne Lewes Pet June 
Ord June 29 

MERRICK, ALFRED, Worcester, Grocer 
July 1 Ord Jaly 1 

MICHARL, WILLIAM THomAs, Southend rd, Hampstead, 
Florist High Court Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

MORKIS, BENJAMIN, Weymouth, Draper High Court Pet 
May 2 Ord June 30 


High Court 


Stoke Newington, 
Pet May 20 Ord 


Shacklewell In, 
high Cout 





Worcester Pet 





PARKIN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Swansea, Newsvender 
Swansea Pet June 30 Ord Jane 30 
Potten, WILLIAM JAMES, Crawley, Sussex, Dairyman 


Brighton Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Ramsey, HerBpert EDWARD, Snow hill, Holborn, Architect 
High Court Pet Febi3 O.d June 2s 

RAYNER, CHARLES, Bolton, Baker Bolion 
Ord Tune 30 

ReEs, DAVI0, Aberdare, Glam, Coal Miner Aberdare Pet 
Jnve 30) Ord June 3u 

ROWLINSON, ALBERT, Stalybridge, Chester, Grocer 
under Lyne Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

SALMON, Mason ArtTitur F, Branksomeid, Brixton hill 
High Cuurt Pet May i2 Ord June 2yv 

Scort, THOMAS, Newcastle upon Tyne Newcastle upon 
tyne Pet Jane2 Crd June 29 

MASON, Low Wortley, Leeds, Coal Merchant 

Pet June 28 Ord June 28 


Pet June 3) 


Ashton 


Leeds 


| SIDEBOTTOM, HARRY HASTINGS, Crump*all, Manchester, 


| SINCLATR, MELISSA, Ba tle, Eussex 


Produce Broker Manchester Pet June 30 Ord June 
30 
High Court Pet 


Mar 29 O:d June 2 


| SwitH, Tom AAanon, Southampton, Bricklayer South- 


ampton Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
SymMoox, WILLIAM EpWIN, Brocion, nr Stafford, Farmer 
Stafford Pet June 39 Ord June 30 


THOMAS FREDERICK ERNEST, Ravenhill, Forestfach, rr 





Swansea Insurarc: Agent Swansea Pe. July 1 Ord 
July 1 

TOBIN, ARTHUR WALTER, Bournemouth 
March 23 Ord June 20 

WATNEY, WALTER SHEARD, Bexley Heath, Kent, Nursery- 
man Rochester PetJaa lz Ord June 29 

WeBR, ARTHUR STUART, Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
June 29 Ord June 22 


High Court Pet 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 27: 
DARBY, WILLIAM, Rochester, Builder Rochester Pet 
June 21 Ord June 21 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazete of June 30: 
JENKINS, EDWIN WILLIAM, Southsea, Hants, Fancy Gooda 
Seller Portsmouth 27 ~Ord June 27 


Pet June 27 
YORONATION 





EXHIBITION. 


G REAT WHITE CITY, 
SHErHERD’S BUSH, W. 
OPEN from 1i am. to ll p.m. DAILY. 
The largest and most wonderful Exhibition of British 
Art, Science, and Industries represented in a manner 


never befure atcempted. 

Continuous Concerts by Four famous Military Bands, 
including tbe Grenadier Guards. Countless and uniqae 
attractions, Maggie Papakura’s Maoris. The Great 
Bostock Jungle. be Whirlp ol. The Cyclone. The 
Boomerang. Tanagre. Tne Great Mountain Railway, 
&c , &. 

Season Tickets: 1 guinea, children half-price. Admis- 
sion: 1s., children half-price. Attractions: From 6d, 
children half-price, 








ri 


Lanner 








